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ABSTRACT 

This seven-part report suggests a 
Austin Conmunity College (ACC) through 1988-89 bas 
of enrollments^ finances, and facility requireaent 
details enrollment projections based' on the propor 
between Travis County high school graduates a.nd AC 
addition, this section reviews operational finance 
for expenditures and income for the years 1978-79 
Additionally, projections are offered for the Tra? 
valuations, tax rates, 'and taxes paid in support p 
co^leqe. Educational budgets of expenditures and i 
rates and tax needs are also offered for the years 
198B-99* Section II analyzes second semester 1977* 
^he Ridgeview, Rio Srande, Crockett, and R6agan ca 
Skill Center and other centers* Section III looks 
additional vocational-technical building and libra 
reso^irce center at the Ridgeview campus^ Section I 
1979 enrollments and future enrollment a^ the over 
campus* Section V estimates the need for additiona 
on projected enrollments. Section VI estimates cap 
facilities ^considering the use of present facilitl 
VII prolects capital outlay for facilities? without 
facilities. (AYC)' - 
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AN EDUCATIONAL MASTERPLAN FOR AUSTIN 
COl^NITY COLLEGE 

Eiurollment Projections and Finan<:es . 

Enrollment Projections — These projections aite 
based upon the proportionate relationship between the num- . 
ber of high school graduates in Gravis Cpunty - the .two 
years previ|)us to the college year and the number" of 
full-time equivalent students (FTE) academic, regular, 
.vocational-technical and adult vocational students regis- 
tered for^j^e 12 months period • ^ 

The' data in Table 1 are the a'ctual * number 'of ' 
high school graduates from 1970-71 through 1976-77 and 
the projected number from 1977-78 thtough 1987-88. 'The 
,projected number of high school graduates is done by the 
uSe of the "Cohort Survival" method based upon an aver'cige 
percentage of the first grade of one $^r to the second 
grade of the next year and eacji of the other grades to 
the next grade for a period of "six of the most recent: . 
years. 

ffhe number of high school graduates the two* years 
previous to the college yeajr is .shown in the second 
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• . - - Table 1 

/ . " • ■ •' ' 

Ttie Actual -Number- of High School Graduates in Travis 
[ -County Texas 'from 1970-71 through 197 6-77 and 
'• ' ' >the Pru3jec-eed Number from 1977-78 
through 1987-88 • 



Year ■ 



-Number* 



1970- 71 

1971- 72 
197.2-73 
1973-74" 
1974*-7 5 

1975- 76 

1976- 77 



Actual 



3346 
3357 
3329 
3,516 
3478 
3729 
3820 



Pro j ected 



1977- 78 

1978- 79 
1978-80 

1980- 81 

1981- 82 

1982- 83 

1983- 84 

1984- 85 

1985- 86 

1986- 87 
198Zr88 



4054 
4409 
4471 
4504 
.4805 
4841 
4967 
5094 
5363 
6600 
6600 



oolumh' of Ta,ble 2. The data .are from Table For example, - 

the number of high scViool graduates the "^wo. years previous 

tp^^he college year of 1974-75 is the total of the number 

of graduates for 1972-73 •(3329) and for 1973-74 (3516) or a ' 

total of 6845. There follows .then the similar actual data 

for 1975-7^ through ISll-l^, and the projected da1:a for 1978- 

79v through 1988-89. Not^e in' the third column of Table 2 the 

actual number of full time student equivalents (FTE) for the 

college years of 1974-75, 1975-76 and' 1977-78. An FTE is an 

equivalent of 15 semester hours whether taken by one student 

or two or more students. indexes for these actual years were 

calculated bj^ dividing the number of FTE into the number of 

high school graduates the previous 2 years; that is, for 

1974-75, 3051 divided into 6845 gives an "Index" of 2.24 as 

the proportion between the high school graduates and the 

number of PTE that college year. Note that the actual 

"Indexes" decreased^ generally from '2.24 to 1.29. Previous 

experience with such .data ^ver the years' shows that such ^ 

average decrease cannot continue^ therefora^ less decrease 

is shown in the "Index" of 1.11 for 1^78-79 on- to 0.77 for • 

1987-88. Thus the index o| one year* 1.11 divided irko 7874 

gives 7094 as the projected FTE for 1978-79. Hence, Jthe pro- 

jected FTE for 1983-84 is 9646 and for .1988-89 Is 15,690. 

"These- "indexes" do not include the adults' 1a Con- 
• ^» ,. ^ ' 

tinuiftg Education. These are considered ^eaparately~^s 

■■ ♦ - 9 

to financing. ^ ^ , 



T 



■ Table 2 

' Tha Actual Nxunber of High School Graduates in Travis County 
the .Two-Years Previous ±o the College Years, the 
Actual dumber of FTE, and the Calculated 
indexes^" from 1974-75 through 1977-78 



ColXeqe 
Years 



No, af H,S- 

Graduates' 
Previous Yrs, 



No- of 

FTE 



Index 



1974- 75 

1975- 76 
1^76-77 
1977-78 



Actfual 



6;845 
6,994' 
7,207 
7,549 



3,051 
4,780 
4,585 
5,831 



^.24 
"1.4-6 
1.57 
1.29 



Projected 



1978- 79 

1979- 80 

1980- 81 

1981- 82 

1982- 83 
'19-83-84 

1984- 85 

1985- 86 

1986- 87 

1987- 88 

1988- 89 



-7,8.74 
8,463 
8,8^0 
8,975 
9,309 
9,646 
9,808 
10,061 
10,457 
11,963 
13;200 



7,094 
8,060 
8;880 
9,442 
10, 340 
11,348 
12,260 
12,86-0 
13,581 
1^536, 
15,6.00 



i.ll 
l;05 
1.00 
.95 
.50 
• .85 
.80 
.78 
.77 
.77 



J 



From ^able 1 

■^Actual Index is calculated by dividing 3051 into 



6845 to qe% 2. 24, 
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_ Even though the number of FTE and cont^t hours has 
increased in'e'^ch of academic and vocational-technical cour 

# » » - * 

-ses -^nd- programs,-— th^ increase in ^academic courses has in- 

f 

creased more rapidly than* in vocational-technical courses 
because space (classx:oGms) and money for ^^demic courses 
were much more readily available at both campases than ' 
shops were for , vocational-technical programs. 

When adequate space allocations are pi;ovided the 
percentages for academic vs. vocational courses should be- 
come over the next 11 years as follows: . ' 

Percentages of FTE 



Year 


Acadeinic 


Voc. -Tech. 


197B-80 


60 


•40 


1983-83 


50 


50 


1986-87 


48 


* 

. 52 . 



This ratio is the way- it should be. There are many more 
vocational (i and* 2 years) and technical (2 years) ,jobs 
needed and available in this modern so^fiety. The above 

v 

percentages and numbers are listed by years in Table 3. - 

■ . - , ■ . ^ ; ' ■ 

Operational»Finances — The funds to be provided 

/ 

* ^ / 
for the educational operation of the college* year by year 

aeperyi upon (]) the average salary for the faculty, 



i 



Table 3 



he Actual Number of Academic FTE, Regular Vocational-Technical FTE, Adult Educatioi 
FTE the Two -CamtHR^ as-^^^ec-T ech FTE and the Totaj. Number of FTE for 1974-75^ 
through "1977-78 -and Projections through 1988-89 



Year . 



Academic. 



Voc-Tech 



Regular 



Adult 



Total 
Voo-Tech 



Per Cept 
Voc-T^ch 



Total No. 
FTE 



1974r75 

1975- 76 

1976- 77 

1977- 78 



2,338 
2,479\ 
.2,783 
B,662a 



» 1,526 
1,740 
? 1,5'8 6 
1,847 



Actual 

281 
.-291 
■ 216 

322 




46. 66 
'42.49 
39. 30 
37.20 



3,873 
4,780 
4, 585 
5,831 



Projections 





■ J 


Per Cent 


Per Cent 










Acad. 


Voc-Tech 






'1978-99 


4,469 


63.0 


37.0 . 


2,625 


7,094 


1979-80 


• 4,836' 


60. 0» 


40.0 


3,224 ' 


8,060 


1980-81 


4,884 


'55.'0 


45.0 


3,996 


8,8-80 


'1981-82 


4^910 


■ \ . -52.0 


48.0 


4,532' 


9,442 


' 1982-83 


5,170 


50.'. 0 


50.0. 


5,170 


10,340 


1983-84 


• 5,674 


/ 50.-0 


' 50.0 


5, 674 


11/348 


1984-85 ■ 


6,130 


' 50.0 


$0.0 


6,130 


12,260 


1985-86 


6,430 


50.0 


' 50.0 ■ 


6,430 


12,860 


1986-87 


6,519 


- p 4£ . 0 


52. 0 


7,062 


13,581 


1987r88 


7,457 


• 4)3. Q 


52.0 


8,079 


' 15,536 


1988-89 


7,48^ 


4'8.0' ' 


52. -0 


8,112 - 


, 15;600 



^This 3662 academic FTE is 62.80% of the toj3al 5831 FTE. 
^This 2169 Voq.-Tech FTE is 37. 20%. of the tota]^ 5831 FTE. 



\ 
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(2) the percentage of the average salary for instructional 
supplies and expenses. These .include instructional sup- 
plies, secretarial help and supplies/ telephone and 
travel', (3) The student- teacher ^ratio. This is the • ^ ' 
average number of 'students per full-tiipe equivalent faculty 
member* (usually* 15 sien^ester hour^ or 22 contact hours per 
week) . Vocational-technical courses may be not in exlcess- 
of 24 shop hours per week. ' . 

Based uppn the above criteria or principles the 

' " J ' * ^ 

data for should be (i^ adequate finances were % 

available) as listed in Table 4. The actual full- tame 
faculty members earned an average^ salary of $13., 500 for 
a 9, month term. There are, however,, many part-time 
faculty who receive much lower sa^N^j^-ies for Q^e ot two 
three-^hour courses* The present finances available do not - 
permit mostly full-time faculty members.. Adequate 
finances should be as noted for 1977-78 (Taiple 4). 

Note that of' the average salary of $13,500.00, 
15.0 per' cent is added (column 3) or $2,025.00 per > 
faculty. This a'mount, on an average will provide the- 
finances for instructional supplies fpr an English' instruc- 
tor as well as for the welding or. data processing instruc- 
tor. ' * - ^ 



Table 4 



•The Average Faculty Salary, 15.0 Per Cent, for Instructional Supplies and Expense, 
Total Educational Cost per Faculty Member, the Student-Teacher Ratio, the 
Average Cost per FTE for Instruction and the Total Average Educational 

Cost per FTE 



College . Average 15 . Instruct, Total Inst. S-T Instr. 
^ Year- Faculty tional Su^pply Cost per Ratio Cost 

Salary . ^nd Expense Faculty * Per 





, 4 










Actual 










1-977- 


18 


$13/500. 


00 


$2,025. 


00 


$15,525.00 


21 


$ 739. 2§ 


$1,297. 


00 














Projected, 










1978- 


79 


14 ,310. 


00^^ 


2,146. 




16,456.50 


. 21 


783.64 


v_L,.374. 


81 


1979- 


80 


. 15,168. 


60 


2,275. 


29 


17,44 3. 89 


21 


830.66 


1,457. 


30 


1980- 


81 


16,078. 


72 


2,411. 


81 


18 ,490.53 - 


-.21 


880.50 


1,54 4. 


74 


1981- 


82 


" 17,043. 


44 


2,556. 


52 


19,599.96 


. 22 


^^§90. 91*^ 


1,563. 


00 ^ 


1982- 


83 


18', 06*6. 


05 


2,70^. 


91 


^ 20^775.96 


22 


944.36 * 


1,656.' 


77 


1983- 


84 


' 19,150. 


01 


2,872. 


50 


22,022.51. 


22 


1,6,01.02 


1,>56. 


18 


1984- 


85 


20,107. 


5 lb 


3,016. 




23,123.64 


22 


1,051.08 


1, 844 . 


00 


1985- 


86 


21,112. 


89 


3,166. 


93 


24,277.98 ' 


23 


1,055.56^ 


1,851. 


8-6 


1986- 


87 


• 22,168. 


54 


• 3,325. 


28 


25,493-. 81 


23 


1,108.43 


1,944 . 


61 


1987- 


88 


, 23,276. 


97 


3,491. 


55 


26,768.52 ■ 


23 


1,163. 85 


2,041. 


84 . 


1988- 


89 


24,440. 


82 


3,666. 


12 


28,106.94 


23 


1,222.04 


2,143. 


93 






^From 1977 


-78 


through 


1983- 


84 the increase 


is 6. 


9% per year. 










^From 198 4 


-85 


through 


1988- 


89 'the increase 


was 5 


.0% per year. 







c * 

Note that 22 student ratio increased the cost^ of instruction per FTE- 
only to $890.91 over t^e $880. 5t) for a 21 student ratio. 



Note th^ 23 stude;it"teacher ratio increased to only $1,0,55.56 the' 
V cost of irlstruction per FTE over the $1,051.08 for a 22. student^teacher ratio.. ^ 



Total Edu- 
cational 
Cost per FTE 



The total for a faculty member' on an average of* 
$13,500.00 plus $2,025.-00 instructional Supplies^and • 
expenses amounts to $15,525.00 for 197,7-78 (column 4). 

(3) The student-teacher ratio for 1977-78 was 
21 students per FTE^ faculty or I faculty for each 21 
students. This is a little high but the administration 
and^ faculty are to be congratulated on maintaining this 
1-21 ratio. As the enrollment increases in number the 
ratio should be 1-22 for 1982-83 through 1984-85, and ^ 
1-2^ for 1985-86 through 1988-89 as shown in Table 4, 
column 5. , - 

. (4) The cost of instruction (salaries and instruc- 
tional supplies and expenses) per f acuity , of $15^ 525.00 
as noted above divided by 21 (-the 1-21 ratio) gives 
$739.29 (column 6) for 1977-78, as the total instructional 
cost per full-tijn[ie student-equival'ent (FTE) . > 
Now based somewhat qn the present percentages 
for the four major budget items of an operating budget^ 
and the percentages for each "Item," the percentages used 
for the A^.C; educational budget are e^s follows: 



14 
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Item ■ ' Per Cent 

Administration 21 . 0 
Instruction • 57,0 > 

Library— LRC^ . 7,0 * 

.Plant Oper, and Maint, ^ 14 

Institutional Research ' 1.0 

Total ^ \ 100,0 



^Lfearning Resources Center 



(5) Since the total instmctional cost per FTE 

for 1977~78 (col\jinn<^, Table 4) was $739.29 which is in 

turn 57.0 per cent of the total educational cost per FTE, 

then 0.57 divided into $739.29 amounts to $1297.61, the / 

total instructional cost. 

The average fabulty salary of $13,500.00 was 

A 

increased each year over the previous year at the rate 

of 6:o per cent from 1977-78 through 1983-84 and 5.0 'per 

cent for 1984-85 thrpugh 1988-89. In like manner as for 

1977-78 the same type of calculations were used to deter- 

mine the total educational cost per FTE through 1988-89 

(see Table 4). The advantage of this percentage formula 

is that since the cost of instruction is based on 57.0 pe 

cent of the total budget, ail budget items are based on 

the average salary of the faculty. 
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^ A Study. was made of some of the academic support, 
per FTE (Coordinating Board) and the Vocation\l-Technical 
FTE support for TEA and the determination in Table* 5 
seein to 'be about average for the colleges. The $831/25 
Academic Aid and* the $lr041.42 for vocational-technical 
aad for 1977-78 were the actual figures. The other cal- 
culations for 1978-79 through 1983t84 were based on an 
^ increase of 5.0 per cent per year and through 1988-89 an 
annual increase of 4,0 per cent, 

i / ^ 

The actual assessed valuations less the tax • 
(exemptions are listed for 1971 through 1977, There was 
an increase of $1,549,207,880 for the six. years 1971 
through 1977 or an average annual' increase of , 
$258 , 201 , 313 • 00 • It is believed thi^^ increase cannot 
continue each year. The low increases for the six years 
^ were $181,190,20.0 in 1975 and '$144 , 684 ,^440 in 1977, 
These two added total $325,874,640. This*- sum divided • 
by 2 gives $168,937,370 as an average low increase. ^ 

i 

This amount was added each yeax from 1977 through 1988 . 

to give the projections in assessed valuations. - (See Table 6.) 

The projected assessed valuation for. 1978 was 
$3,090,967,450; for 1983, $3,905,654,300; and for 1988, 
$4,720,341,150.^ This procedure of the same ing:rease each 
year does^'not allow for much- inflation. In ^other words. 



Id 
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•Table 5 



The Actual Academic and Voc.-Tech. Aid Per, FTE for 
1977-78 and the Projected Aids from. 1978-79 
through 1989-90 with Percentage Increase 

Noted 



College 






Per' Cent 


Year 


Academic 


Voc.-Tech. 


Increase 


1977-78 


$ 831.25 


V 

$1,041.42^ 




1978-79 


872.81^ 


1,093.49,^ 


5.00 


1979-80 


916.45 


1,148.16 


5.00 


1980-81 


962.27 


1,205.57 


5.00 


1981-82 


1,010.38 


-a, 265. 85 


5.00 


1982-83 


1,060.90 . 


1,329.14 


5.00 


1983-84 


1,113.95 


1,395.60 


5.00 


198*4-85 


1,169. ,65 ^ . 


1,465. 38 


5.00 


1985-86 


1,216. 44c 


1,524. 00c 


4.00 


1986-87 


1,265.10 


1,584.96 


4.00 


'1987-88 


1,315.70 


1,648.36 


4 .00 


l^|8-89 


1,368.33^ 


1,714.29 


4.00 



Actual < 



' ^ Prbjecte4 thrbugh 
of 5.0^ per. cent. . 



1984-85 at an annual increase 



Projected through 
of 4.0 per cent. 



1988-89 at an annual increase 
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Table 6 



The Actual Assessed Valuations Less Tax Exemptions 
for Austin Conununity College for 1971 through 
1977 and the Projections from 1978 

through 198 9 ' ' 



Year 



Assessed Valuations 



Annual Difference 



1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 
1977. 



Actual 



$1, 378,822,200 
l,/72,408,200 

^747,146,200 
2,1^,240,400 
2,307,430,200 
2,783,345,640 
2,928,030,080 



$193,586,000 
168,324,000 
379,094,200 
181,190,200 
475,915,400 
144,684,440 



C«nt 
"Inj^rease 

14.05 
7.05 

21,70 
8.52 . 

20.63 
5.20 



• Projections 



1978 


3,0.90,967,450 


1979 


3,253,904,820 , 


1980 


3,416,842,190 


1981 


3,579,779,560 


1982 


3,742,716,930 


1^83 


3,905,654,300 


1984 


4,068,591,670 


1985 


4,231,529,040 


1986 


" 4,394',4£6,4ia 


1987 


,4,557,403,780 


1968 


• -4,720,341,150 



The difference between the 
1977 assessed valuations 
and 1971 va],uation is 
$1,549,207,^80 divided by 6 
years gives an average annual 
increase of ; $258 , 201, 313 . 
This seems high for next 11 
years. Po ssibly an average 
of 

1975 '. $181,190,200 
and 1977 1-44,684,440 
totaled '$325,874,640 r 
averaged $162,937,370 ^ 
This is possibly a conserva- 
tive annual -increase to use 
for projections. 



ERIC 



18 



14 



t^at 



<«these projections are most conservative so fhat any tax 
'rate suggested will be sure to be adequate to produce 

the amount of income and expenditures needed. 

• The budgets of "Expenditures and Income" for each 
■year from 1977-7 8 through -Y^SS^S are calculated by-use . 

of the data iii Tables 3, 4, 5, and 6 as follows: 



i 





19' 
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Table 7 ' 

The Budget of Expenditures and Income Calculated from the 
Data in Tables 3, 4, 5 aQd*f6 for' the Years 1977-78 
through 1988~89 anci the -Local Tax -Rates Needed 
to Support the Expenditures Needed 



1977-78 



$8 


,020,345. 


75 




,749,305. 


00 




174,930. 


00 


$1 


,924,230. 


00 


2 


,269,254. 


00 


3 


,044,037. 


00 


$7 


,237, 854. 

* 


00 


$ . 


78-2,491. 


75 


$8 


,020,345,. 


75 



, Expenditures ^ 

5831 FTE @ $1297-61 $7 , 566, 363 ! 91 

2.0% for Continuing Education 151- 327- 28 

2.0% for Fringe Benefits 151,327.28 

2.0% for Contingency Fund 151,327.28 
Total* 

, . f Income 

5,831 FTE § $300.00 Tuition^ ^ 
5,831 Student Fees @ $30,00 
, Sub-total 

^ r a 

2,17S FTE (TEA) Aid @ $1,041.4^ 

3,*662 FTE Academic Aid @ $831.25 

Sub-total , 

2*81 cents local tax on 19J7 ^ 
assessed value of $2, 928,030,08^0 
'% 95.0% Collection 
Total 

^The actuaL/amounts . \ ' ' , 

The above' income distributed to th^. budget items , 
as follows: 

V * 

f tern " Per Cent • Amount ♦ 

AdiTniktration 21.0 588 , 936 . 42 
I/istruction: 
Faculty Salr- 
^ aries $3,750,284.72 

15.0% l'^stl:.<^ , , 

Sup. and Exp. 562,542.71 ^ 
Sub-total "^^ ~ .. 57.0 4,312, 82 7.4 3 

Library-LRC '* '7.0 5^9,645.47. 
■pi'ant Oper. and 

- Maint. 14.0 1,059,290.95 . 
Institutional 

Research ' J:.0 ^ 75,663.64 

Sub~total ■ . f $7,566,363.91 

Continuing. Education , " r5l,32 7.2B 

Fringe Benefits ' 151,327.28 

Contingency Fund ' 151,327.28 

Total Budget . , $8,020,345.75 

20 



1978-79- 
Expenditures ^ 



'7>d94 FTE @ $1,374.. 81 V 
2.0% for Continuing ,EducatiLon: 
2t0% for Fringe Benefits 
2.0% for 'Contingency Fund 
Total 




$10,338,076.26 



J Income ^, ^ 

7,094 FTE @ $300. '^O Tutition 
7; 094 FTE @ ^30. 00 Fees 

Subr to taT>4 > 
2',625 Voc.-Tech» FTE TEA Aid @ $97.3.71 
4, 469 'Acad. FTE (^ord. Board ^'ftid 
§ $753. 71 . . - ^ . 

Sub- total ' ' . ^ ' , 

6.04' cents tax on 15178 assessed*- • 
.valuation of $3 , 253^ 904', t20 @ 95.0% \ 
collectioft 

Total .» ' 

' ^Actu^l but probably not accurate 
number of FTE was larger thai;' pro j.^cted 
federal aids in Table 5 are what ^trifeyv s 
1978-79^ * . : ^ 



$ 


2,128,200 


. 00 




' 212,820 


.00 


%' 


2^341,020 


.00 




2,763,401 


.00 




3,368,329 


v49 


$ 


§,'472,750 


.49 




■ ir 


a 


i, 865^325 


.77 



because 

Those 
hould* be 



,076.26' 

actual 
state- 
for . 
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1979-80 

r 

Expenditures 

8060 FTE @ $1457.30 $11,745,838.00 

2.0%' Continuing Education * 234,916.76 

2.0% Fringe Benefits - , 234,916.76 

2.0% Contingency- Fund 234,9-16.76 

• ■ Total ' ' $12,450,588.28 

■ ^ Income, ' 

8,060 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition . ^ $ 2,418,000.00 

8,060 FTE @ $30.00 Fees 241,800.0 0 

Sub- total $2,659,800.00- 
4,838 Acad. FTE (Coord. Board) 

@ $916.45 4, 431, 952. 2f 

,3,224\Voc.-Tech. (TEA) @ $1,14 8.16 ■ 3, 701,667.84 

^VSub-totai , \ . .$10,793,?3P.0'4 
5.36 cehts tax on 1979 ass-essed 

valuation of $3,253,904,720 @ 95.0% ' 

collection ' \ , 1 , 657 , 16 8 . 24\ 

$12"/450,588.28' 
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. 1980-81 



' - J Expend j.t'vtres . ' ' ^ ■< 

8,880\j'TE @ $1/544.74 ' $13,717,291.20 

2. 0% .Cbntinuing Education 274,345.83" 

3.0% Fringe Benefits X 411,518.74 

2.0% Contingency Fund .\ 274^345 . 83 

V. Total - $14,677,501.60 



Income 



8,880 PTE @ ^$aOO". 00 >Tuition $ 2,640 ,000.00 

8y8B0 FTE @ $30.00 '^ees .• 264,000.00 

Subr total $, 2,904^,000.00 

,^84 Acad. FTE @ $962.^7 f- 4,669,726.68 
3,996 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,205.?7| , 4,817,450.72 

• Sub-total'; \ $12,391,184.40 
6.62 cents local tax o'n 1980 

assessed valuation of / 
$3,416,842,040.00 8^95.0% of 

' collection >^ / 2, 149,144.20 

' > Total' ■ / $14,540,328.60 



/ 





1981-82 



Expenditures 



9,442 FTE. @ $1,563.00 
2.0% -Continuing Educatipn 
3.0% Fringe Benefits 
2.0% Contingency Fund- 
Total 



$14,757,846.00 
295, 156:92- 
442,735.38 
295,156:92 

$15,790,895.22 



Income 

• " . . ^ - - 

9,442 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition 
9,44'2 FTE @ $30.00 Fees . 

Sub-total ■ >r ' . 
4,910 Acad. -FTE @ $1,010^8 
4,532 yoc,^ech.. ■§ $1,26?. 85 

Sub-total • ^^ 
5.8'l cents local tax on - 1981 assessed 
. valuation of $3,579,779,360 @ 95.0% 
of collection 

Total • ' 



$ 2,832,600.00 
' 283,260.00 

$ 3,115,860.00 
4,960,965.80 

■ 5,736 ,^932. 20 
13,513,65 8.00 



1,977,237.22. 
$15.,790,895.22 
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.1982-83 * ^ 

Expenditures 

* > ■ — ^ . ■ ^, 

10,340 PTE @, $1,656.77 ' 17 ,'131 , 001 . 80 

2^0% Continuing. Education . ' ^ - 342V620.04 

a;0%. fringe Benefits < , . ' 513",930.05 
2.0% Contingency '^und ^ ■ ' ^ 343,620.04 

Total "$18,330,171.93. 

• Income • - " " 



/ 



10", 340 PTE @ $300.00 Tuition . - $ 3 , 102 , 000 . Oa 

10,340 PTE'@ $30.00 Pees , V 3 10 -,20.0^ 00 

Sub-total . . • - Xi $■ 3,412,200.00 

5,470 PTE Acad. PTE @ $1,06079.0 , , 5,484,853.00 

5,170 PTE Voc.-Tecl^PTE @*$<L,\2 9.14 6 ,'871 , 653 .^80 

Sub-total $15,768,7^06.80 

7. 2Q 'cents Iqcali taX(' on as^sess'ed - - ' ' 

■ valuation of $3,742,716,930. 

.@ 95.0% of collection' ■ - 2 , 561,.465 . 1^ 

'Total Wr330",17i:93^ 



/ 
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1983-84 
Expenditures 

11,34Q FTE @$1,756.18 $ 19 , 9 29 , 1?0 . 64 

2.0% Continuing Educatioji 398,582.61 

3.0% Fringe Benefits 597,973.92 

2.0% Contingency Funds 398,582,61 

Total $21,324,169.78 



Income ■ 

11,348 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition $ 3,404,900.00 

11,348FTE @ $30.00 Fees 340,490.00 

Sub- total $ 3,745,390.00 
5,674 Acad. FTE @ $1,113.95 

5,674 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,395.60 7,918,634.40 

Sub-total ,$17,984,576.60 

9.00 Cents local tax on 1983 / 

assessed valuation of 

$3,905,654,300 @ 95.0% of 

collection 3,339,593.18 

Total $21,324,169.78 



I 
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1984-85 

I Expenditures • 

12,260 FTE @ $1844.00 $ 22 , 6a7 , 440 . 00 

2.-0% Continuing Education 452,148.80 

«3.0% Fringe Benefits 678,22S-..2p 

2.0% Contingency Fund 452,148.80 

Total ' ' $24,189,960.80 



Income , 

12,2'60 FTE @ ^'300. 00 Tuition $ 3,678,000.00 

12,260 FTE @ $30.00' Fees 367,800.00 

Sub-total $ 4,045,800.00 

6,130 Acad. FTE @ $1,169.65 7,169,^954.50 

6,130 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,4-65.38 ^. 8,982,779.40 

Sub-total ^ $20,198,533.90 

"10.33 cents local tax on i9 84 ' 
assessed valuation of 
$4,068,591,670 @ 95.0% of 

collection . 3,991,426.90 

Total $24,189,960.80 



* 4 



27 



lie 



23 



1 o ^ c o>c 


O 


— 


* * 

' ' ^ * Expenditures 






12,860 PTE @ $1,851.86 


$23,814,919. 


60 


2*0% continuing Education 


476,298. 


39 


3.0% Fringe Benefits 


•7 1/1 A A 1 

7 14 , 447 • 


by 


2.0% Contingency Fund ^ ^ 


A n o n o 
476 , o . 


0 Q 

jy 


Total 


t^'^C /lOT 0^*3 


y / 


- Income 






12,860 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition' 


$ 3,858, 000 . 


00 


12,860 FTE @ $30.00 


•3 o c 0 r\ n 
Job , oOU . 


r\ n 

Ou 


Sub-total 


9 4,z4J,oUU. 


nn 
uu 


6,430^cad. FTE @ $1,216.44 


7,821,709. 


20 


6,430 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,524.00 


9,799,320. 


00 


. Sub-total 


$21,864,829. 


20 


9.00 cents local tax on 1985 






assessed valuation of 






$4,231,529,040 


3,617,134. 


77 


Total 


$25,481,963. 


97 
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' 1986-87 

Expenditures 

13,581 FTE @ $1,944.61 . / $24', 409 , 748 . 41 

2.0% Continuing Education 52 8,194.97 

3.0% Fringe Benefits . 792,292.45 

2.0% Contingency Fund ^ 528,194.97 
Total ■ ■ $28,258,430.80 



Income 

13,581 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition $ 4,074,300.00 

13,581 FTE @ $30'.00 Fees 407,430.00 

Sub-total $ ^,481,730.00 

6,519 Acad. FTE % $1,265.10 8,247,186.90 

7,062 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,584.96 11,19 2,987.52 

Sub-total $23,921,904.42 

10.39 cents' local tax on assessed * 
valuation of $4,394,446,410 @ 95.0% 

collection 4,336,526.38 

Total ■ ' ' ■ $28,258,^30 .80 
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1988-89 
Expenditures 

15,600 PTE @ $2,143.93 * $33,445,308.00 

2.0% Continuing Education 668,906.16 

3.0% Fring^^ Benefits 1,003,359.24 

2.0% Contingency Fund 668 ,906 . l6 

Total $35,786,479.56 

Income 

15,600 FTE @ $300.00 Tuition $ 4,680,000.00 

15,600 FTE @ $30.00 Fees 468,000.00 

Sub-total $ 5,148,000.00 

7,48a Acad. FTE @ $1,368.33 10,246,055.00 

8,112 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,714.29 13,906,320.48 
Sub-total ' $29,300,375.48 
14.46 cents local tax on 1988 
assessed valuation of 
$4,720,341,150 @ 95.0% of 

collection 6,486,1Q4.08 

*^ Total $35,786,479.56 

The above income is distributed to the budget 
items as "follows: 

Item ' Per Cent Amount 

Administration 21.0 $ 7,023,514.68 

Instruction: 
Faculty Sal- 
aries $16,577,239.62 ' 
Instr. Sup. 

and Exp. 2,486,585.94 
Sub-total 5-;. 00 19,063,825.56 

Ubrary-LRC ' . 7.00 2,341,171.56 

Plant Oper. & 

Maint-. 14.00 4,682,343.12 

Institutional 

Research - . 1-0 0 334,453.08 

^Sub-total $3;2,445,-348.-06 
Continuing Education \ 668,906.16 

Fringe Benefits ^ 1,003,359.24 
Contingency Fv(nd 668,906.16 
Total Budget of Expenditures $35,786,479.56 
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1987->88 



Expenditures 



15,536 PTE g $2,a41.84 
2.0% Continuing Education 
3.0% Fringe Benefits 
2.0% Contingency Fund 
Total 



$31,722,026.24 
634,440.52 
951,660.79 
634,440.52 

$33,942,568.07 



Income 



15,536 FTE g $300.00 Tuition 
15,53.6 FTE Q $30.00 Fees 

Sub-total 
7,457 Acad. FTE @ $1,315.70 
,8,079 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1,648.36 

Sub-total 
,«13.14 cents local tax on 1987 
' assessed valuation of 
$4,557,"403,780.00 
Total 



$ 4,660,800.00 
466,080.00 
$ 5,126,880.00 
9,811,174.90 
13,317,100.44 
$29,255,155.34 



5,687,412.73 
$33,942,568.07 
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The tax rates* for the cost of space needed in addi- 
tion to the space now jised (1977-78) are siimmarized in ^ 
Table 8. The rates range from 2.81 'cents per $iap-pO 
valuation in 1977 to 9.0^ in 1983-84 up to 15.0 cents in 
1988-89. maximum tax rate of 15.0 to 20.0 cents .will be 
needed beyond 19.88-89. ^ ' 
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Table 8 



The Tax Rates Needed from 1977-78 through 1988-89 
for the Educatibnal Operation of ACC 



College Tax Rate In Cents 

Year Actual Rounded 

1977 • '• 2,81 3.00 

1978 6.04 ' . 6.00 

1979 5.36 b.OO 

1980 ^ 6.62 ,7.00 

1981 5.81/ 6.00 

1982 7.20 . . ' ^ 7.00 

1983 ^ 9.00 -9.00 
.1984 10.33 Hi. 00 

1985 9.00 u 9.00 

1986 10.3,9 11.00 

1987 13.14 13.50 

1988 • 14.46 15.00 
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9. 



Sximmary 

The voters of, Austin Community College District 
should vote a maximum t^x of ^3.0 cents per ^100.00 of 
assessed valuation through 1988. These rates^ are ba'eed oh 
$300.00 tuition ($10.00 |er credit hour) and $3Q.OO fees . 
($i. 00 per hour) . 

. In the next section will be a tax rate based on? 
tuition of $100.00 per PTE for the year at $50.00 per 
"semester for afi PTE and $40.00 in fees or $20.00^ per 
semester. ' ^ ^ ' I . 

These taxes are very essential to (a) keep up the 
qiiality of the instruction; (b) expand the academic ^^^^^ 
especially the vocational-technical offerings in order to 
meet the needs of the citizenry; (c) secure more fu^l-time 
faculty members ^d less part-time than was' true> in 1977- 
78; (d)* provide adequate library learhing^ resources center 
facilities; Te)' make ava'liable more adequate^ instructional 
supplies and expenses; and (f) expand the student popula- 
tion which will in^jrease if money and buildings are 



available. 
\ 
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The Projections of the Travis Covinty Assessed - 
Valuations,- Tak Rates and Taxes Pgii d -for a- v^. 
Travis County Co|nmanity Colleg^Based on 
the Amount of Dollars Needed Each Year - 
■ for the Austin Community College 

County , Assessed Valuations — The actual assessed'-. 

valuations for>4rraVis 'bounty for ISJl through 1977 and 

the projected , assessed Valuations from 1978 through 19^88 

are listed in Table 9. As shown in Table 9 the increase 

in the assessed valuations' from 1971 through 1977 (6 

'years) was $723,219,083 "or an average annual increase of 

■$i;20,563,513. This average yearly increase is tod- much 

for future projections. The, better increase, would be 

the increase from 1976 to 19,77, or $89,358,164. Hence. 

this amount is added to .the $1,159,492,250 of J977 to 

make tSe projection, for 1978 to be $1, 248 ,.850 , 414 . This 

■amount- of $89,358,168 was added each following year. The 

projected assessed valuation for 1983 was $1,695,641,234 

i 

and for 1988 was $2,231,790,218. 

Tax Rates for Travis County ;.dommunity College- 
District — The data fop each year's budget for Austin Com- 
munity College (ACC), in <Pable 7 give the amount of local 
tax funds needed. These, same amounts would be needed for 
a Travis County-wide Community College distric-^. • For 
example, if there had been a tax for ACCf. in 19,77 there 
would be^needed in tax funds $1,782,491.^75 and ^a ^.0 cent 



Tabte 9 

The Actual Assessed Valuation of Travis County for 
19 71 through 1977 and the Projected Valuation 
from .1978^ through 1988 



Year 



Amount 



Difference 



Per Cent 



Actu 



1971, $ 436,273,167 

1972 558,838,400 

1973 761,673,418 

1974 " 898,675,474 

1975 1,004,895,657 

1976 1,070,134,086 

1977 1,1^9,492,250 

1978 ■ 1,248,850,414 
1979' 1,338,208,578 

1980 • 1,427,566,742 

1981 1,516,924,906 

1982 , 1,606,283,070 

1983 1,695,641,234 
"1984 1,874,357,562 

1985 1,963,715,726 

1986"* 2,053,073,890 

1987 *\l42,432,054 

1988 2,231,790,218 



$122,565,233 
202,835,018 
137,002,056 
106,220,189 
65,238,429 
89,358,164 



28.09_ 
36.42 
17.99 
11^32 
6.49 
8.35 



Projectefl 

Note : 



The increase in values 
from 1971 to 1977 (6 
■years) is $723,219,083 
or an average yearly 
increase of $120,536,513.- 
This average increase 
is too much for subse- 
quent years. To be con- 
servative the $89,358,l,e'4 
increase in 1977 is added 
each year through 1988. 



-r 



36 



32 

district tax on an assessed valuation of $2 , 928 , 030 , 080 • 
As noted in Table 10 on a Travis County assessed valuati^ 
of $1,890,714.75 there would be needed a county tax of 
17*17 or 17.0 cents. 

- Likewise, as shown in Table 10, the tax rates on 
the' county values are calculated for each year through 
1988-89, . • 

A comparison of the tax rates for an^ 'Austin Com- 
munity College District and those for a Travis County 
Community" College District are dhown in Table 11* (See . 
footnotes a and b.) 

The assessed valuation of the Austin Community 
College District (ACC) is the same' as' that of the Austin 
Independent School District (AISD) In 1977 this assessed 
valuation was $2,298,030,080. (See Table 6.) The Travis 
County assessed valuation of -the same property in the ACC 
District was $879,325,540. This $879,325,540 is 30.03 per 
cent of the ACC evaluation of $2,298,030,080* 

Based upon the assumption that the Travis County 
assessed* value will remain about 30.03 per cent of , that of 
AISD the projected tax rates of an ACC District and Travis 
"Coun^ty tax rates for a community college are shown for the 
different assessed valuations ^ for the years 1977, 1982, 
1985 and 1988. , • 

. ■ 37 
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Table 10 

Travis County Tax Rates for the Educational Operation 
■e=>^ ■ of A Community College Based on Tax Needs 

from 1977-78 through 1988-89 



1977- 78 

8.45 cents county tax on 1977 assessed, 
".valuation of $1,159,492,250 @ 95.0% 
collection ' $ 782,491.75 

1978- 79 

15.7 cents county tax on 1978 county 
assessed valuation of - $1, 248 , 850 , 414 

@ 95.0% collection . 1,865,250.60 

1979- 80 

13.0 cents county tax on 1979 county 

assessed valuation of $1,338^208,578 ' . 

@ 95.0% 'connection . ' 1,657,168.24 

1980- 81 

15'. 8 cents county tax on 1980 assessed 
valuation of $1,427,566,442 @ 95.0% 

C9llection _ 2,149,144.20 

1981- 82 

* 13.7 cents county tax on 1981 ^sessed 
6 valuation of $1,516,924,906 @ 95.0% 
collection 



1982- 83 

16.8 cents county tax on 1982 assessed ^ 
valuation of $1,606,283,070 @ 95.0% C. 

collection .^^56^,465.13 

1983- 84 

20.7 cents county tax- on- 1983 assessed 
valuation of $1,695,641,234 @ 95.0% 

bollection 3,339,593.18 
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Table 10 (Continvfed) 



^ . 1984-85 

22.4 cents county tax on 1984 assessed ^ ^ 
valuation of $1,874,353,562 @ 9-5.0% ^ 
collection . $3,991,42.6.90 

1985-86 

i9.4 cents county ta"x on 1986 assessed 
valuation of $1,963,715,726 @ 95.0% 

collection . , 3,617,134.77 

" ' . 1986-87 

2 3.2 cents county ^ax on 1986 as,sessed 

valuation of $1,963,715,726 @ 95.0% 

collection'" 4,336,526.38 

' 1987-88 

26.13 cents county tax on 1987 assessed ^ 

valuation of $2,142,432,054 @ 95.0% ' \ 

collection ^ , ■ <. . 5 , 687 , 412 . 73' 

1988-89 • 

27.9^ cents county tax on. 1978 assessed 
valuation of $2,231,750,218 @ 95.0% 

c ollection ^ 6,486,104.(^8 

" 4l ' ^ ' ^ 

^The pirojected assessed valuation will be enough 

to keep the tax rate at 28.0 cents. V_^-^ 

• ■ ■ 
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Table 11 

The Austin Community College District Tax Rates in 
Cents (in Rounded Figures) , and the Tax Rat,es 
for a Travis County College District for 
the Educational Operation of theA. 
College Are Listed for^ 1977-78 
through 1988--8i 



Year 


^ • 0 • 0 • 


Travis County 


1977 ■ 


3.6 




9.0 ^ 


1^8 


6.0 




16.0 


1979 


6.0 




13.0 


1980 


7.0^ 




16.0^' 


1981 


6.0 




14.0 


1982 


7.0 




17.0 


19^3 


9.0 




21.0 


1984 


11.0 




23.0 


1985 


9.0 




20.0 


1986' 


11.0 


m 


23.0 


1987 ' 


14.0- 




27.0 


1988 


15.0^ 




28.0^ 



^The 19 80 tax rates for ACC District are on a 
projected a^ssessed valuation of $3,416,842,190 and for a 
Travis County. Commt^nity College on an assessed valuation ' 
of $1,427,566,742. / 

'^The 1988 tax rates for ACC is' on an assessed 
valuation of $4^720,341,150 and on a Travis County 
District projected assessed valuation of $2,231,790,218* 
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Table 12 

The Year Market value ACC Tax Rate in Cents on Its Assessed Valuation 
and Amount of Taxes Paid; Travis County Tax Rate in Cents on Its 
''Assessed Valuation and Travis County Taxes Paid for the Years 
1978, 1984 and 1988 as Educational Operation with Tuition 

at $300.00 



ACC Value @ 75.0% ^ounty Value 





Market 


Tax 


Assessed 


Amount of 


Tax 


Assessed 


Amount of 


Year 


Value 


Rate 


Valuation 


Taxes 


Rate 


Valuation 


, Taxes 




$ ?0,000 


6.0 


$ 15,000 


$ 9.00 


16. 0 


$ 4,504.50 


$ 7.21 


1978 




6 0 


37 500 




16 0 


11 9 61 SO 


J 1 ft 09 • 


1 


100,000 


6.0 


75,000 


45.00 


16.0 


22,522,50 


36.04 




200,000 


6.0 


150,000. 


90.00 


16.0 


45,045.00 


72.08 




$ 20,000* 


11.0 


$ 15,000 


$ 16.50 


23.0 


$ 4,504.50 


$ 10.36 


1984 


50,000 


11.0 


37,500 


41.25 


23.0 


11,26L.50 


25.90 


" 100,000 


11.0 


75,000 


82.50 «" 


23. 0, 


22,522.50 


51.80 




200,000 . 


11.0 


150,000 


165.00 


23.0 


45,045.00 


103.60 




$ 20,,000 


15.0 


$ 15,000 


$ 22.50 


28.0 


$ 4,504.50 


■ 12.61 


1988 


50,000 

* • 


15^0 


37,500 


5^.25 


26.0 


11,261.50 


31.53 




100,000 


15.0 


75,000 


112.50 


28.0 


22,522.50 


63. 06' 




200,000 


15.0 


. 150,000 


225.00 


28.0 


45,045.00 


126.13 
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The amount of taxes paid on a residence or other 
property with a market value of $20,000 (Table 12) in 1978 
would be $9,00 in the :ACC District and $7*21 on the Travis 
County Dis tricot. The year of 19 84 the taxes would be 
$16.50 in the ACQ District and $10.36 in a Travis County 
District. The tax in 1988 would be $22.50 in the ACC Dis- 
trict and in a Travis County District, $12.61, 

The amounts for 1978, 1984 and 1988 for property 
with a market value of $50,000, $100,000 and $200,000 are 
also listed in Table 12. 

\ 
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• * Educational Budgets of Expenditures and Income 
from 1977-78 through 1988-89 

' f 

The budgets are calculated in Table 13 by use of 
the data in 'Tables 3, 4, 5, 'and 6. The student charges are 
$10.00 per semester hours as tuition and $l,t)0 per semester 
hoxirs as fees. The total cost per FTE (15 semester hours 
@ $10.00) $150 .00 'per semester and (15 semester hours @ 
^$1.00) $15.00 each semester which, for the school year/ ^ 
would be $3'00.00 tuition and $30-00 tuition. The budgets 
are listed in Table 13.* 

Listed in 'Table 14 are the tax rates on the Travis, 
County assessed valuations should there ever be an exten- 
sion of the college district coifnty-wide. ^ The tax rates 
for the ACC District and Travis County are summarized in- 
Table 15 for comparison^, ^ 

\ The tax rates bn the market values of a $20,000, 
$50,000, $100,000 and $200,000 residence or other property 
for 1978, 1984 and 1988 arU shown in Table 16. .For example 
the. amount of the'tax and ^axes paid on the market value of 
a $50,000 residence or other property would be fo± 1978, 
11.0 cents and $41.25; 1984, 17.0 cents and $63.75; and in 
1988, 20.0 cent? ^nd $75.00 respectively. 
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Table 13 

The Budget of Expenditures and- Income Calculated fro;n the 
Data in Tables 3, 4, 5 and 6 for the Years 1977-78 
through 1988-89 *and the Local Tax Rates Needed 
to Support the Expenditures Needed 



1977-78 



Expenditure? 

5831 FTE @ $129'7,61 
2.0% for Continuing Education 
2.0% for Fringe Benefits 
2.0% for Contingency Fund 
Total 

Income 

5,831 FTE (§ $100.00 Tuition 
5, 831. FTE @ $40.00 Fees 
2,179 FTE TEA Aid @ $1041.42^ 
3,662 FTE Academic Aid % $831.25^ 
Sub-total 



$7,566,363.91 
.151,327.28 
151,327.28 
151,327.28 

$8,^20,345.75 



$ 583,100.00 
233,240.00 
2,269,254.00 
3,044,037.00 

$6,129,631.00 



6.80 cents local tax on 1977 
assessed Value of $2,928,030,080 ' 
@ 95.0% Collection 

Total Income 
^The actual amounts 

Tfie above income distributed to the 
as ' follows: 



Item 

Administration 
"Instruction; 
Faculty Sal- ^ 

aa^ies ^ 
15.0% Instr. 

Sup. and Exp. 

Sub-total 
Librairy-LRC 
Plant Oper . and 

Maint". 
Institutional 
^ Research 

^Sub-total 
Continuing Education 
"Fringe Benefits 
Conting'ency Fund 



'Per Cent 



1,890,714.75 
$8,020,345.75 

budget items 
Amount 



21.0 $1,588,936.42 



$3,7-50,284.72 
562,542.71 



Total Budget 



57.0 4,312,827.43 
7.0 ■ 529,645.47 

14.0 1,059,290.95 

1.0 75,663.64 
$7,566,363.91 
151,327.28 
, ' 151,327.28 
151,32-7.28 
$8,020,345.75 
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1978-79 
Expenditures 



7,094 FTE @ $1,374.81 $ 9,752,831.20 

2.0% for Continuing Education 195,056.63 

2.0% for Fringe Benefits 195,056.63 

2.0% for Contingency Fund 195,056.63 

Total $10,338,001.09 



Income • 

7,094 FTE @ $100.00 Tuition $ 709,400.00 

7,094 FTE @ $4o.OO Fees 283,760.00 

. ' Sub-total ? 993,160.00 

2838 Voc.-Tech. FTE TEA Aid @ $973. 71^ 2,763,401.00 
4256 Acad. FTE Coord. Board Aid 

@ $751. 13a 3,1^6,7.95.00 

Sub-total $ 6,953,356.00 
10.95 cents local tax on 1978 assessed 
valuation of 3 , 253 , 904 r.720 @ 95% 

collection • 3,384,645.09 

Total $10,338,001.09 

^Actual but probably not accurate because actual 
number of FTE was larger than projected. Those state- 
federal aid? in Table 5 are what they should be f6r 
1978-79. 



1979-80 
Expenditures 

8060 FTE @ $1457.30 $11,745,838.00 

2.0% Continuing Education 234,916.76 

2.0% Fringe Benefits ^ 234,916.76 

2.0% IContingency Fund ' 234,916.76 

Total $12,450, 588.28 



Income 

J 

8060 jFTE @ $100.00 Tuition $ 806,000.00 

8060 FTE @ $40.00 Fees 322,400.00 

Sub-total ? 1,128,400.00 

4838 Acad. (Coord. Board) @ $916.45 4,431,952.20 

3224 Voc.-Tech*. (TEA) @ $1,148.16 - ~ 3 , 701 , 667.. 84 

Sub-total $ 9,262,020.04 
9.31 cents tax on 1979 assessed 
valuation of $3,253,904,720 

@ 95.0% collection 3,188,568.24 

Total \^ $12,450,588.28 



46 



1980-81 r 
Expenditures 



8,880 PTE @ $1,544.74 
2-. 0% Continuing Educatiort 
3.0%' Fringe Benefits 
2.0%" Contingency Fund 
Total 



$13,717,291.20 
274,345.83' 
411,518.74 
274,345.83 

$14,677,501.60 



Income 

8,880 FTE @ $100.00 Tuition 
8,880 FTE @ $40.00 Fees 

Sub-total 
4,884 Acad. @ $962 -.27 
3,996 Voc.-Tech. FTE>@ $1205.57- 
Sub-total ' 
12.07 Cents local tax on 19ao 
assessed valuation of 
$3,416,842,040.00 @ 95.0% 
collection 
^ Total 



$ 888,000.00 
355,200.00 

$ 1,243,200.00 
4,699,726.68 
4,817,457.72 

$10,760, 384,40 



3,917,117.20 
$14,540,328.60/ 
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1981-82 

V 

' ' Expenditures 

9,442 FTE @ $1,563. 00 
2.0% Continuing Education 
3.0% Fringe BeneJ^ts^ 
2.0% Contingency 'Tund, 
Total 



$14,757,846.00 
295,156".92 
442,735.38 
295,156.92 . 

$15,790,895.22 



Income 



9,442 FTE @ $100.00 Tuition 
9,442 FTE @ $40.00 Fees 

Sub-total. 
4,910 Acad. FTE @ $1010.38 
4,532 Voc.-Tech. FTE ,@ $1265.85 TEA 

Sub-total 

11.09 Cents local tax on 1981 assessed 
•valuation of $3,579,779,360 @ 
95.0% confection , 
Total 



$ 944,200.00 
377,680.00 
$ 1,321,880.00 
4,960,965.80 
' 5,736,832.20 
$12,019,678.00 



3,771,^217.22 






r 
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198^-8a , 
Expenditures 



10^340 PTE @ $1,656.77. .: 
^ 2,-0% Continuing Edxjcation 
3.. 0% Fringe Benefits' -;>. 
2.0% Contingency Fiind » 
Total 



$17,131,001.80. 
342,620.04 
5f"3,930.05 
' 342,620.04 , 

$18, 330,171. 9-3 



Income 

"* . ■ ' 

,10,340 PTE @, $1.00^00 Tuition ' 
. io,340,FTp i@^$"40.6o Fees_^ -~ 
' 'V , Sul5-tOtal ' ' ■ " 
5,170 AcadWmic PTE r$ 10 6 0.90 (State) 
5,Vp Vdc.-Tech. FTE @. $1329.14 TEA 

I ^, S.ub-tptal 
12. tents local €aK qn 4^9 82 assessed 
^ valuation of $?',.742 , 716','9S^ @ 95.0% 
^. qpllection ^ ' 




1' 



$ 1,, 034, 000. 00 
413,600.00. 

$ 1,447,600.00 
5,484,853.00 
6,-871,653.80 

$13,804,106.80 



. 4,526,065.13 
$15,330,171.93- 
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1983-84 

■ Expenditures' 

11,348 FTE @. $1,756..18 ' ' $19,929,130.64 

2.0% Qontinuing Education 398,582.61 

3.0% Fringe Benefits ^ 597,873.92 

2.a% Contingency Funds " 398,5-82.61 

, Total • $21,324,169.78 

Inoome 

■ ! . ■ 

11,348 FTE '@ $100.00 Tuition $ 1,134,800.00 

11,348 FTE @' $40. 00. Fees 453,920.00 

Sub-total $ 1,588,720.00 

5674 Acad. FTE @ $1113.95 State Aid 6,320,552.30 

5674 ybc.-Tech; FTE @ $1395.60 TEA 7,918,634.40 

Sub-total $15,827,906.70 
14.81 Cents local tax on 1983 assessed 
valuation of $3,905,654,300' @ 95.0% 

collection 5,496,263.08 

Total $21^324,169.78 



t 
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1984-85 
Expenditures 

12,260 FTE @ $1844.00 , $22,607,440.00 

2.0% Continuing Educatipn ^ 452,148^80 

3.0% Fringe Benefits 678,223.20, 

2.0% Contingency Fund * 452,148'. 80 

Total . " $24,189,960.80 



' . Income 



12,260 FTE @ $100.00 Tuition . $ i; 226, 000. 00 

12,260 FTE @ $40.00 Fees ' ' 490,400.00 

Sub-total ■ $.-1,716,400.00 

6,130 Acad. FTE @ $1169.65 - 7 , 169 , 954-. 50 

6,130 Voc.-Tech. FTE @ $1465.38 8,982,779.40 

Sub-total ^ $17,869,133.90 
16.36 Cents Ipcal tax on 1984 assessed 
valuation of $4,068,591,670.00 

@ 95.0% collection 6,320,826.90 

Total ' $24,189,960.80 
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1985-86* 
Expenditures 
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12,860 FTE @ $l,851.'96y $23,814,919.60 

2.0% Continuing Educa-tion ' 476,298.39 

3.0% Fringe Benefits . ' ' -714,447.59 

2.0% Contingency Fund \ 476, 298. 39 

^ Total , ■ • • , ■ • ' ?25,481,963.97 



Income 

12,860 FTE @ $100.00 Tuition $ 1,286,000.00 

12,860 FTE @ $40.00 Fees ' 514,400.00 

Sub-total . $ 1,800,400.00 

6430 "Acad. FTE @ $1216.44 v 7,821,709.20 
643'0 Voc.-Tech. FTE @- $1524.00 

(3.0%) TEA 9, 799, 32b. 00 
Sub-total . $19,421,42;fe.20 

15.08 Cents on 1985 assessed " J 
valuation of $4 , 231 , 529 . 04C^0 , - ^ 

@ 95.0% collection « ^,060,^34.77 

Total . $25,481,963.97 
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1986-87 



Expenditures 



13,581 PTE ^@ ^L, 94 4. 61 $26,409,748.41 

2.0% Continuing Education -528,194.97 

3.0% Fringe Benefits • . • ' ,792,292.45 

2.0% Contingency Fund ^ 528/194.97* 

• Total • ' $28,2-58,430.80 



Inqome 

13,581 FTE. @ $^100.00 Tuition . ■ $ 1,3B8,100.00 

13,581 FTE @ $40.00 .Fees. .543,240.00 

Sub-total S $ 1,901,340.00 

6,519 Academic FTE @ $1265.10 8,247,186.90 

7,062 Voc-Tech FTE @ $1584.96 11 , 192 , 987<52 

Sub-total ' $21,341,514.42 
16.57 Cents local tax on 1986 

assessed valuation ot " ^ ■ 
$4,394,466,410.00 @ 95.0% 

collection , . 6,916,916.38 
Total . '-^ ' $28;258,430.80 
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1987-88 
Expenditures 



15, 536 FTEJ $2,041.84 
■ 2.0% Continuing Education 

3.0% Fringe Benefits - 
'~^.0% Contingency Fund 
Total 



$31,722,026.24 
634,440.52 
951,660.79 
634,440.52 

$33,942,568.07 



Income 



15/536 FTE- @ $100.00 Tuition 
15, 5-36 FTE (? $40.00 Fees ' . 

Sub-total 
7457 Acad. FTB- (? .$1315.70 
a079 Voc.-Tech. FTE Q $1648.36 

Sub-total 
19.95 Cents, local tax on 1987 . 
• assessed valuation of 
, $4,^57,403,780.00 @ 95.0% 
\ collection 

Total 



$ 1,553,600.00 
621,440.00 
$ 2,175,040.00 
■9,811,174.90 
13,317,100.44 
$25,303,315.34 



8,639,252.73 
$33,942,569.07 



/ 

/ 



5il 



1988-89 



Expenditures 



15,600 PTE @ $2143.93 
2.0%- Continuing Education 
3.0% Fringe Benefits 
2.0% -Contingency Fund 
Total 



$33,445,308.00^ 
668,906.16 
• 1,003,359. 24 
668,906.16 

$35,786,479.56 



. Income 

15,600 FTE @ $lOa.OO Tuition 
15,600 PTE @ $40.00 Fees 

Sub-to1;al 
7488 Acad. ETE @ $1368.33 
8112 Voc^ -Tech . FTE^ V $1714 

Sub- total 
21.07 Cents local tax^ on 1988 

• assessed valuation, of 
' $4>720, 341, 150.00, @ 95.0% 
collection . • - . • 
.Total 



$ 1,560,000.00 " 
624,000.00 

$ -2,184,000.00 
10,246,055.04 
13,906,320.48 

$26,336,375.52 



9, .450, 104.-04 
$35,786,479.56 



, The above, income is distributed to the budget 
items as follows: - ' - ; 



Item 



Per Cent 
21.0 



$16,577,239.62 
2,486,585.94 



AdministTc^tion 
Instruction; 
Faculty sllL- 
aries 
, Instr'. Sup. . 

and Exp. 
Sub- total 
Library-LRC 
Plant Oper . ■ fif 

Maint. 
Institutional 
Research 

Sub-total _ . / 

Continuing Edxication • ■., 
Fringe Benefits 
Contingency Fund* 

Total ^Budget 'of Expenditures- ''• 



Amount 
$ 7,023,514.68 



57.00 
7.00 

14.00 

1.00 



19,063,825.56 
.,2,341,171.56 

4,682,343,12 

> 334,453. as 
$33,445,348.06tt. 
668',906.16 - 
r, '003, 359. 24 
668,906.16 
$35,786,479.56 

■ / ; - 
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Table 14 



Travis Coanty Tax Rates for a Community College 
for Travis County Based on Tax Needs from 
1977-78 through 1988-89 " 



Amount of 

Tax Rates Taxes Needed 

■1977-78' 

17.17 cents county tax on county assessed 
valuation of $1,159,49-2,250 @ 95.0% 

collection ,$1,890,714.75 

1978-79 

28.53 cents county tax on county assessed 
valuation of $1,248,850,414 @ 95.0% 

collection 3,384,645.09 

J.979-80 

25.08 cents county tax on 1979 assessed 
valuation of $1,338,208,578 @ 95.0% 

■collection * • 3,188,568,24 

1980- 81 

28.88 cents county tax on county assessed 
valuation of $1, '427, 566, 442 @ 95.0% 

collection .«= ' ' • 3,9r7,117.20 

1981- 82 ■ • 

' 7 

26.17 cents county tax on county assessed 
valuation of $1,516,924,906 @ 95.0% 

collection* 3,771,217.22- 

1982- 83 " 

29.66 cents county tax on county assessed 
'valuation pf $1,606,283,070 @ 95.0% 
collection- 4,526,065.13 
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Table 14 (Continued) 



• , ' ■ Amount of 

Tax Rate? Taxes Needed 

1983- 84 

30.80 cents county tax on county assessed 
valuation of $l,695,.64l,234 @ 95.0% 

collection • $5,496,263.08 

^. 

1984- 85 - * ■' ' 

36.02 cents county tax on .county assessed 
valuation of $1,874,353,562 ,@ 95.0% 

collection ' 6,320,826,90 

- 1985-86 

32.50 cents county tax' on county assessed 
valuation of $1,963,715,726 @95.0% 

collection . 6,060,534.77 

I 1986-87 

35.47 cents county tax on county assessed 
valuation of $i , 053 , 073 , 890 @ 95.0% 

collection 6,916,916.38 

1987- 88 

42.45 cents county tax on county assessed 
valuation of $2,142,432,054 @ 9'5.0% 

collection 8,639,252.73 

1988- 89 

44.57^ cents county tax on county assessed 
valuation of $2,231,750,218 @ 95.0% 

collection 9,450,104.04 

^The projected assessed valuation it is believed 
will be enough to keep the tax rate at 43.0 cents. 
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Table 14 (Continued) 



Tax Rates • • ' ^ Alt^ount of 

Tax Rates ^^^^3 Needed 

1983- 84 ~! 

30.80 cents county tax on county assessed 
valuation of $1,695,641,234 @ 95.0% 

collection $5,496,263.08 

1984- 85 

36.02 cents county tax on county assessed 
valuation of $1,874,353,562 @ 95.0% 

collection 6,320,826.90 

1985- 86 

34.53 cents county tax on cqunty assessed 
valuation of $1,874,357,562 @ 95.0% 

collection 6,060,534.77 

1986- 87 

37.08 cents county tax on county assessed 
■valuation of $1,963,715,726 @ 95.0% 

collection 6,916,916.38 

1987- 88 ^ * 

42.45 cents county tax on county assessed 
valuation of $2,142,432,054 @ 95.0% 

collectibn 8,639,252.73 

1988- 89 

44.57^ cents county tax on county assessed 
valuation of $2,231,750,218 @ 95.0% 

collection • 9,450,104.04 

^The projected ^assessed valuation it is believed 
will be enough to keep the tax rate at 43.0 cents. 
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Table 15 

The -Austin Community College^ District Tax Rates in 
Cents (in Rounded Figures) , and the Tax Rates 
for a Travi^g County College District Are 
Listed for 1977-78 through 1988-89 



Year ' 


A^ C • Cf • 


Travis County 


1977 


.7.0 


17.0 


19-78 


11.0 


29.0 


1979 


10.0 


25.0 


1980 " 


12.0^ 


29.0^- 


19 81 


11.0 


26.0 


1982 ■ 


13.0 


30.0 


1983 - * 


15.0 


31.0 


1984 


17.0 


36.0 


1985 


15.0 


32.5 


1986 • 


-17.0 


35.47 


1987 


20.0 


43.0 


1988 


2 0 . 0^ 


43.0^ 



^The 1980 tax rates for ACC District are on a 
proje,cted assessed valuation of $2/928,030/080 and for 
a Travis County Community College on an assessed valua- 
tion of $1/427/566/742. 



The 1988 tax rates fot ACC is on an assessed 
valuation of^ $4 / 720/ 341 / 150 and on a Travis County Dis- 
trict projected assessed valuation of $2/231^790/218. 
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Table 16 



The Years Market Value ACC Tax Rate in Cents on It's Assessed Valuation 
and Amount of Taxes Paid; Travis County Tax Rate in Cents on Its 
Assess.ed Valuation and Travis 'County Taxes Paid for the Years 
1978, 1984 and 1988 as Education Operation with 
' Tuition at-$100.00 * 



ACC Value @ 75.0% 



County Value. 



Year 


Market 
Value 


Tax , 
Rate 


Assessed 
Valuation 


" Amount of 
Taxes . 


Tax . 
J^ate 


Assessed 
Valuation ' 


Amount of 
Taxes 


1978 


$ 20,000 
50,000 
100,000 , 
200,000 


11.0 
11.0 
11.0 
11.0 


$ 15-, 000 
37,500 ■ 
75,000 
150,000 ' 


$ 16.50J 

41.25 \ 
' 82.50 A 
•165.00 ^ 


29.0 
29;0 - 
29.0 " 

, 29. .G 

^ 


$ 4,504.50 
11,261.50 
22,522.50 
45,045.00 


$ 13.06 
32.65 
65.31. 
130.63 


. 1984 


$ 20,000 
50,000 
100,000 
200,000 


1 

17.0 
17.0 
17. .0 
17.0 


$ 15,000 
37", 500 
. 75,000 
150,000. 


$ 25.50 
63.75 
127.50 
255.00 


36.0 

^'e.o 

•36.0 
36.0 


$ 4,,504.50 
• 11,261.50 
22,522.50 
45,045.00 


$ 16.21 
40.54 
. 81.08 
- 162.46,, 

''=-^ 


1988 


$ 20,000 
50,00Q 
100,000 
200,000 


20.0^ 
^0.0 
20.0 
20.00 


$ 15,000 
37,500 
75, 000 
150,000 


$ 30.00 
75.00 
150.00 
300.00 


4 3.0^, 
43.0 
43.0 
43.0 


$ 4,504.50 
11, 261.50 
22,522.50 
45,045.00 


$ 19,. 36 
48.42 
96.84 
193.69 



^The 1986 bond issue was *dded. 
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Summary 



One can note^ the difference in tax rates and the 
difference in- the amount of taxes needed bfetween the $300.00 
tuition and $30.00 in fees (Table 7) and the $100,00 tuition ^ 
and $40.00 fees (Table 16). ^ \ 

After the tax rates and^ the- amount, of tax money 
are calculated on the two types of capital budgets the 
Board of Trustees and ^ts Citizen's Advisory Committee can 
determine which tuition fee adopt. 
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An Analysis of the 



Second Semester Enrollments (1977.-78) 



• ' .'at the Ridge^iew, Rio Grande,. Crockett'-, Reagan and 

• ^ '4 • 

Skill Center and "Other Centers" 

All will be interested in the location ,by iip codes 

in Aiistin, Travis ^County and gyarrounding areas of the students 

enrplled af^ACC for the fall seit^ster of 1977, -The Office of 

Student Services in the Central Office submitted a list of 

the number -of student^ from each zip code area and these num- 

.bers were plabed oh^a map as shown in Chart 1, - . • 

- These data were classified as to the area • Austin - 

in which they live as well as Travis County and. outlying 

.areas. • Some • students enroll at'-^wo oi^- more campuses or cen- 

" .ters and .thus are counted more: than once. As noted there 

were 2,178 duplicates out of the 8,748 included in this Chart • 

* * 

Therd are then (8,-748 less 2,178) 6^ 57eTdif f erent students - 
tabulated in Table 17. ' ' - 

There were 2, 338, or 35. "5 8 per cent from the South 
1,302, or 19.82 per cent ^£rom the East; 1,095 oir 16.67 perl ' 
cent from the North; 668, or 10.17 per ^ent from the West; 
"and 1,167, or 17.76 per cent from the Central Area (see . 
Table 13). . The number from area*s outside' the Ci€y of .Austin"*^ 
Vere included in the appropriate areas ^ij^cording to ioc^fetoK. 

' These distributions may help to determine where new campuses,- 

^ if any, need to be located>» 
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Chart 1.— Number of Individual 
Head Count by Zip. CoSe Areas'^ 
Enrolled at ACC, Fall 1977. 
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S 

78744 

215 



'OS no 



0/4 RO 
St fMBlZ ■ 



78743 °. 

59 



S . 
78756 

30 



13 



771 

•» s 

78748 

11 



^747 



78737 



7861-0-31 



6<o 



Kyle 
78764-18 



Uock'hairt 
78664-38 



00 



13 



San Marcos 78666-72 even no's^ooo no's 
San Antonio -22 <on im 35) * Total 

McAlien 78501-11 Corpus CKristi 78411-8 4032. 

^INDICATES TMt ZIP CODE OF THE BOUN DRY STREET 
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Table 17 



The 


Number of Head Count by 
Tenritorv and 

/ 

V 


Zip Code Areas 
also Less thp 

'i 


in Austin and 
Duplicates 


Surrounding 


Area 


- No. Head~~Count 
Incl. Dupllcatfes^ 


Dupiicates^ 


Actual s Per Cent 
Head Count of Total^ 


Soiith ^ 


3,121 


\ * 

783 


2,338 


35.58 j: 


East 


1,750 


448 


1,302 


19.82 


North 


1,402 


307 


' 1,095 . 


16.67 


West 


878 ^ 


210 


668 


10.17 


Central 


1,597 . 


430 


1,167 


17.76 


Total 


^ 8,748 


. 2,178 


6,570 ' 


100.00 


a 


Some students are enrolled in *^wo or 


more campuses 


• 



Percent of actual head count. 
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The picture of the total enrollment in ACC, the 
spring semester of 1978/ is given in Table 18. Ridgeview^ ^ . 
had 2,867 head count, including duplicates, and 1,223.7 FTE' 
based on 15 semester hdurs o£ credit forgone FTE. The ratio 
between head vcount and FTE was 1 to 2.24, that is, there 
were 2.34 he^d count for each FTE. The Rio Grande campus 
enrolled 4^238 head county including duplicates, which 
amounted to 1, 82 4.V^ FfSl ancf a ratio of 1:2.32. The Crockett 
Campus had T, 310 head count and 420.5 FTE and a ratio of 
1:3,12 apd Reagan had 1,690 head count, 52 5.2 FTE and 
ratio yif, 1:3.22. These last two ratios are higher than * 
. those bf Ridgeview and Rio Grande because all of Crockett 
and Rej^an are part-time students. The Skill Center enroll- 
ment was all full-time. The "Other Centers" are not an- 
eluded in the above figures. 

Note the enrollment in continuing education on each 
campus which totals 3,2 00 head count. These are mostly non- 
credit students. 

The total enrollment on all campuses the second 
semester '1977-78 wais* 4,447 FTE and 13,505 head count includ- 
ing duplicates. 

The enrollment at the ^ two campuses and five centers 
at ACC in vocational-technical 'and academic programs are 
^ listed in Table 19. Note that there were enrolled at the 
Ridgeview Campus 461 vocational-technical and .763 academic, 
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^ ■•• , Table 18 

The Number of Head Count and Fu]J^-time Equivalents • (FTE) 

Based on 15 Semester Hours for Eacrh FTE at the 
X Campuses of Ridgeview, /Rio Grande, Crockett/' 

Reagan, Skill Center, "Other Centers" *an.d , 
the Number of Head Count in Continuing 
Education, Spring Semester*, 1977-7,8 
of Austin CommClnity College 



Campus 


Head 
Count 


FTE 




Ratio 
H-G t6 

FTE - 


H-C 

■ Coi^^ 
Edue.^ 


Total 
J H-C 


^ Ridgeview^ 


2, 867 


1,223 


.7 


. 2. 3 A 


1,120 


3,987 


Rio Grande 


4,23S 


1, 824 


.4 


2.32 ' 


1,120 


5,358 


Crockett . 


' 1,310 


420 


-.5 


3.12 


480 


1,790 


/ Reagan 


1,690 


5"25 


.2 


3.22 


480^ 


2', 170 


Skill Center 


200 


200 


.0 


1.00 




200 


Other Centers 




253 


.0 









/- 



Total 


10, 305 ■ 4,446. 8 
or 4,447^ 


2.46 


3,200 13,505 


Without 








Skill Center 


10', 105 3,993.8 


2.53 




and "Others" 




1 





\ 



This 4,447 FTE of 15 semester hours each is. the 
summation of the semester hours taken by the 10,305 head 
count in column 2. In addition there were 3,200 head count 
which were in cpntinuing and mostly with na^collfege credit. 
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■ ■ . i <. Table 19 ■ ■ 

The total Numl^er of PTE in Voc.-TecA., Academic and 
Total' Number rfby ' pay ^ and Evening at the Two 
Campuse^ and -Five Cent^r^/ Sfeeond 
. . \ /Semester 'l97B'l 















c 


* 

• 


Campus 

or 
Center 


Voc.-TecK. 


!j^Ac^emic 




Day 


Eve 




Day 


Eve. 


Total 


Total 


Ridge view 


369 


92 


461 


■ ._610 


153 


763 


1,224 


Rio Grande 


330 


'82 


'412 


1,129 


'2-83 


1,412 


1,824 


Sub- total 


699 


174 


87:^ 


1,739 


436 


'2,175 


3,048 


C3;ocket 
Reagan 




719 
213 


.119 
213 




302 
312 


502 
312 


. 421- 
52 5 


Skill Center 


160 


4.0 


■ 200 




ft 




200 


Brackenridge 








123 




123 


123 


Other Centers 


42 


10 


52 


38 


40 


78 


130 


Sub- total 


202 


382 


584 


«»- 

. 161 . 


,654 


815 


1,399 


Grand 
total 


901 


556 


1,457 


1,900 1 


,090 


2,990 


4,447 


Note: 901 plus 1 


,900 


amounts 


to 2,801 


day 


fTE 




556*plus i 


,090 


amounts 


to 1,646 


eve. 


FTE 





"or a 'total of 1,224 FTE. Enrolled at the Rio Grande Campus 

were'412 vocational-technical,,'"" and 1,412 academic for a 

of 1, 824 FTE. Crocket had 421 PTE; Regan, 525 and the Sjcill 

Center 200 FTE. Brackenridge (Hosp^^tal Center) enrolled 

"123 FTE and the Other Centers' 130 for a total of 4,447 FTE". 

•A fuarther breakdown of the enrollments in Table 19. / 

is that 80 ;0 per cent of the enrollment was day students 

and 20';0 per cent* was evening. On this basis, there were 

901 day vocational-technical FTE and 1,900 day academic 

FTE for tgtal. of 2,801 FTE. The evening enrollment of 
FTE was ^556 vocational-technical' and 1090 academic for a 

total of 1/ 646 FtI;. This total of 1, 646 evening and 2,801 

day amounts to a total of 4,4*47 FTE .(Table 19)/ 

The list of vocational-technical prog-rams, enrdUll- 

raent, number' of stud'entf-cxedit hours SCH, the nuiliber of 

^ i 

FTE and contact hours in, each area are listed in Table 20. 
There^are 19 Sjich programs^ listed and a total of 2,233^ 
combined enrollments, 8,527 SCH and 16,750 contact hours. 



Table 20 • 

•The Vocational-Technical Programs at the 
Ridgeview Campus in the Second 
'Semester of 1977-78 




Enrol. 



SCH 



Accounting 
Air' Cond. . ' ' 
Auto Mech.' 
Banking 

. Busine'ss Management _ 

Bldg. Trades 
.."Childhood Dev. 

Data Processing 

Drafting 

Electronics 

Law Enforcement 

M. H.. A.. 

Marketing 

Office bccupatrons 
* Photography 

Printing 

•Radio TV Film 

Welding 



32 
165 
112 
10 
109 
200 
156 
30 
56 
28 
167 
78 
42 

^' 202 

1 114 
. 83 
60 
219 



96 
628 - 
44 8 
30 
327 
800 
5J.6 
90 
126 
84 
501 
,■504 
1-26 
, 606 
425' 
^326; 

■;8o 

848 



Contact Hrs.. 



96 
■' 984 
672 

30 
327 
1,200 
674 

90 
182 
• 84 
501 * 
692 
126 
732 
962 
733 
244 
1,284 



Total 



1,863 



6,681 



9,613 



Professional Nursing 370 1,846 7,137 

Grand Total ^ 2,233^ 8,527 .16,750 

a Tljese courses are not taught on the Ridgeview Campus but 
at Br^ickenrid^e Nursing Center and ajre a part of Ridgeview 
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The list of academic areas and related data are 
given , in Table 21. There were 21 academic fields each with 
enrollments from 15 in journalism to 716 in English for a 
total^of 3,619 enrollment, 11,049 SCH and 11,352 contact 
hours . 

The Rio Grande Campus had 17 vocational- technical 
programs (Table 22) Vith enrollments ranging from 17 in 
welding to 313 in office occupations • There was a, total 
enrollment of 2,555 FTE, 7,558 SCH and 11,074 contact hours. 

There were 23 academic fields offered at the Rio 
Gran4e Campus as listed in Table 23, The enrollments ranged 
in each field from 17 in Drama to a high of 833 in English, 
The total enrollment in all fields was 5,773 FTE, 18,346 SCH, 
and 21,276 contact hours. 
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Table 21 



The Academic Areas 'at the Ridgeview Campus in the 
Second Semester of 1977-78 



Programs ' - 


Enrol . 


SCH 


Contact Hrs. 


Anthropology 


34 


102 


102 


Art Appreciation 


'21 - 


63 


63 


Business Administration 


260 


780 


780 


Economics 


187 


561 


561 


English 


716 


2,148 


2,148 


French 


48 


192 


240 


Geography (Physical) 


18 


54 


54 


Government 


525 


1,575 


1,575 


History 


423 


1,269 


1,269 


Health, P.E. 


56 


' 112 


168 . 


Journalism 


15 


45 


r'^45 


Mathematics 


294 


r 915 


915 , 


Music , 


17 


51 


51 


Natural Science ' 


22 


66 


66 


Parallel Studies 


152 


447 


453 


Physics 


51 


204 


• 255 


Psychology 


311 • 


•933 


969 


Radiologic Technology 


61*^ 


199 


* 215 


Sociology ^ 


231 


693 


693 ■ 


Speech 


60 


192 


192 


Spanisri ' i 


117 


448 


538 


. . ' Total ♦ ' 


3,619 


11,:049 


11,352 



.0- 
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Table 22 



The Vocational-Technical Programs at the Rio Grande 
Campus m the Second Semester of 1977-78 



Programs . ' Enrol. 



SCH Contact Hrs, 



Accounting 115 . 3^5 

Business Mgm.^ 234 702 702 

Commercial Art 238 7D6 ^ 1,178 

Childhood Develop. ' 14 42 * 55 



1,403 
836 



Data Processing ^gg 1,004 

. Draft, and Design ♦ 136 54,4 

Electronics 247 969' 1,421 

Fashion Merchandising 5*9 , ^177 531 

Food MarkTeting '5-3 " 159 . ggg 

Law Enforcement • ^128 384 * 394 

Mid-Management 91 273 ^ 

Marketing ' • 57 ^-j-^ 

Office Occupation — 313' 9X2 

Retl Estate ' 186 568 

Trai4iing Prog, for Deaf ',26 

Welding • . 17 gg 

' f_ 

Total .2,355 7,558 11,074 



1,090 
171 
1,054 
568 

78 78 
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^ Table 23 

The Academic Areas at the Rio Grande Campus in. the 
• Second Semester of 1977-^8 ' ' 



Program 


Enrol . 


SCH 


Contact Hrs, 


Antnropo JLogy 


6 3 


■ X o y 


1 0 y 


Art \ 




"3 n A 


c f\ f\ " 


xilOlOyy 


DDI 


Z / U 4 u 


^ / O ^ H 


jsus ine s s aqiu • 


"3 0 "3 


Q Q 

y D y 


\ Q Q 


unemi s ury 


"3 T C 


1 O *i 4 


^ 1 U X o 


Drciina 


1 / 


t 

Dl 




Jbcononiic s 


1 y *j 






English , 


OO J 


O /I Q Q 


0 /I Q Q 

/ / 4 y y 


French 




Q ^ 


ion 
1 


beogrspny vnist; 


D / 


V n n 


9 9 fl 


jSeograpny (Pnysacs ; 


/I "3 


1 0 Q 

J. / y 


X z y 


Gov6?rnment > 


c n o 

Dy o 


1 / / y 4 


1 7 Q /I 

X / / y 4 




571 


1 , 713 


1/731 




,91 


91 


273 


Journalism- 


35 


98 


112 


Mathematics 


561 


1,857 


\. 1,857 


Natural Science , 


166 


557 


557 


Paira'llel Studies 


154-^ 


370 


382 


Physics 


225 


• 900 


1/125 


Psychology 


346* 


'^1/03J3. ^ 


1;P78 


Sociology 


294 


882 


8 8-2 


Speech 


. 54 


'162 


162 


Spanish * 


127' V 


" 485 


589 ^ 


Total 


5,773' 


1-8,346 


• 21,276 
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An Additional New Vocational-Technical Building and a 

Library-LRC Building fot the Ridgeview Campus 

« 

The Vocational-Technical Building 

The Second semester FTE enrollment in 1977-78 as 
seen in' Table 19 was 461 in Vocational-Technical Programs and 
763 in Academic Programs. The Ridgeview Campus could handle 
1,800 FTE in any one semester if proper facilities were 
available such as buildings, equipment and parking spaces. 

The present ratio between the, number of FTB^and head 
count at Ridgeview as 1:2.34 (Table 18). By the time the 
1,800 FTE enrollment is reached the ratio m^y be 1:80, or 
3,-240, head count day and evening. The reason for. this reduc- 
tion in the ratio .from 1 to 2.3^ to 1 to 1.80 is that with 
more adequate physical facilities there will be 'more full- 
time students enrolled. 

^ On the basis that the Ridgevi^ew Campus can adequately 
care for "approximately 1,800 FTE with 9'33 ^FTE in Vocational- 
Technical, programs and 900 in Academic fields, additional 
spaces for Vocational-Tefchnical programs will be needed as 
quickly as possible. 

The additic^n of chemistry and biology laboratories 
on the Ridgeview Campus^ for 1978-79 will add about 90. FTE 
in chemistry and 80 in biology, a total of 170 FTE. 

A 
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As listed in Table 24 , Ridgeview needs additional 
vocational-technical facilities for 439 FTE, As detailed in 
Table 25 there are listed six programs which could hcindle in 
the present vocational-technical spaces 16 more in accounting, 
20 in banking, 30 in data processing, 28 in electronic9i> 63 
in marketing? and 30 more in radio-TV film, to make a total 
of 187 students or "a total of 37 additional FTE, These 37 
are to be added to the 461 (Table 24) to make a total of 498 
FTE. The 900 less 49 8 leaves 402 day and evening FTE whicli 
need additional facalities. 

These students could be cared for in a new vocational- 
technical building as programed in Table 26. This building^ 
would need 25,110 net square feet which at 65.0 per cent of . ^ 
gross would be 38 , 632' square, feet. - The proposed location 
of this building is shown in Chart 2! 

The space allocations for a Libr^ry-LRC for Ridge- 
view are lij^ted in Table 27.^ The present library room at 
Ridgeview is Room 123 which has 1,568 net sq. ft. It is 
entirely too. small to jnaeet the standards for a Community Coi- 
lege Library. There are needed 14,700 net sq. ft. which 
totals 21,000 gross sq. ft. The location on Campus is shown 
in Chart 3. ^ ^ 

Eighty per cent"^f the 1, 800 FTE fbr Ridgeviey or 
1,440 FTE are da^ stijdents. "^There should be^seating capac- 
ity fox 25.0 per cent or 360. 
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Table 24 

fhe 1977-78 FTE Enrollment the Second Semester in 
Vocational-Technical and Academic Programs and 
and Additional FTE Enrollment to Make 900 
tTE for Voc.-Tech. and 933 FTE 
— . Academic Enrollments 

at Ridgeview 





Voc.-Tech. 


Acad. 


Total 


Present ^ 


461 

\ 


763 


1,224 


Add 








Voc.-Tech 


(37) 






Biology 




80 




Cl^emistry 




' 90 




Add'L FTE 


. ' 439 


d70 


609 


Total 


900 


933 


1, 833 


Day 8p.0% 


720 


" . 753 


1, 473 


Eve^O.0% , 


180 


18 b 


360 


•^Included 


in the total. This 


enrollment may 


not 


materialize. 









4 



77 
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^ » Table 25 \ 

The Vocational-Technical Programs at the Ridgeview Campus i 
in the* Second Semester of 1977-78 and Future Additional 
Number of -FTE and Enrollments in Six Areas 



Programs 


Enrol. 


SCH 


FTE 


Contact* 


Additional 
FTE Enrol 


Accounting 


• 32 


96 


6.4 


96 


3.2 


. 16 


Aiir Co^d* 
Auto Mech^ 


165 
112 


628 
448^ 


41.9 
29.9. 


984 
672 






Banking 


10 


30 


2"0 


30 


4.0 


20 


Business Management 


. 109 ' 


327 


21.8 


327 




V 


Bldg. Trades 


200 


800 • 


53.3 


1,200 






Childhood Dev. 


156 


536 


35.7 


674 




• 


Data Processing 


30 


90 


6.0 


90 


6.0 


30 


Drafting 


56 


126 


8.4 


182 






Electronics 


28 


' 84 


. 5.6 


84 


5.6 


•28 


Law Enforcement 


167 


501 


33.4 


\ 501 






M. H. A. 


78 ■ 


5p4 


33^^ 


692 






Mariketing 


42 


126 


8.4 




12.6 


63 


Office Occupations 


202 


606 


40.4 


73A 






Photography 


114 


425 


28.3 


962 






Printing 


83 


326 


21.7 


733 






Radio- TV Film 


60 

V 


180 


12.. 0 


244 


6.0- 


30 


Welding 


' 2^9 


• 848 


56.5* 


■ 1,284 






Total 


1,^63 


6,681 




9,613 


37.4 


187 



Table 26 



Space Allocations Needed for a Vocational-Technical 
Building on the Ridgeview ^ampus of ACC 



Space - Number of Square Feet 

Allocations Net Gross 



10 Voc.-Tec. Labs: 
'7 Labs § 1,900 13,f300 
3 Labs § 1,792- 5,376 , - 

' Sub- total 18 



,6h 



4-CR (30) § 480 . l',920 
3-CR (40) @ 600 l-,.800 



Sub- total ' ' '3,7 20 

Faculty Offices ■ . * 

15 F-T Offices @80 1,.200 
20 P-T Offices @40 ' , . 800 
(2-Group Officer 
@ 400 each) ^ 
Faculty Secretary /Clerk 

Area Office ^ 150 

Adjacent Workroom 240 r 

Faculty Lounge 300" 

Coffee Bar . y 24 

Sub-Total \ 2,714 

Total 25,110 3'8",632 
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Table 27 : 

Space Allegations foir a Library-LRC' for 360 PTE 
for the Ridgeview Campus 



Space 
Allocations 



Number of Square Feet 
Net Gross 



360 FTE ^@25 sq.^ft. 
Librarian Office 
Ass't Librarian 
Secy. /Clerk 

Sub-total 
Workroom 
.Stack Room 30,000 

vols. @' 1/10 

sq. ft. 

Sub-total 



150 
96 
96 



Learning Resource. Center 
Office 80 
Workroom 200 
Storage 160 
Student Service Area 1^78 
Listening Lab. 

36 @ 40 sq. ft. 1,440 
Sub-total \ 

Total Library-LRC 



9,000 



342 
300 



3,000 



12,642 



2,058 
14,700 



21,000 



let is 70.0% of gross. 
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Cahft 3 — Rio Grande Campus Developmf nf:^ Plan 
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The Present Status (Spring, 1978) of the .Enrollment 

t 

and the Future Enrollment at the Rip 
Grande Campus 



* Present Sta1:us — As noted in' Table 19 there were 1,824 

>• 

PTE enrolled at the Rio Grande Campus ^in day and evening 

•classes the second semester of 1978. This campus is using 

three classrooms for faculty offices. Classroom space is 

difficult to economically convert to offices. The Student 

Services Department is sadly lacking in adequate spaqe. As 

a result the studeats are not being served as they should 

nor as they deserve. Also there are not enough vocational- - 

technical programs offered to meet student needs. As shown 

in Table 19 the^re-are in the second semester of ^9 78 only' 

412 PTE ^ in vocational-technical programs but 1,412 in 

academic programs.^ This is because there, are no more rooms 

available. ' . 

To relieve the overcrowded conditions at Rib Grande 

th^ suggestion is that a two-story Paculty Office Building 

(Table 2 8/be constructed preferably, between the. Rio Gr&nde 

•> *' * • 

Btiilding and the AnneXi Pour of the Divisions — Mid- 

• . • . ' ^« 

Management, Business (Voc.-Tech.) Hximanities, and Social 

Sciences should be moved into this building. Each Divisi^on 

includes the chairperson/ the secretary, full-time and part- 

time faculty members.* There is also a faculty lounge with 



Table .28 

Space Allocations for a Faculty Office Building to be Located on 
the Rio Grande Campus of Austin* Community College 



Space^ Allocations 



Number of Square Feet 



Net 



Gross 



office of Chairperson 

Secretary 

Storage 

Sub-TOtal. 



'Division of Mid-M2ui4gement. 



120 
96 
12 



228 



4 Faculty § 80 .t 
2 P,T* Instructors @ 40 
5ub-Total ' 



320 
-'80 



400 



628 



Division of Business (Voc.-Tech), 



Office of Chairperson - 

Secretary ^ 

Storage 

Sub-5^otal ^ y 

6 Instructors # 80 

4 -P.T. Instructors @ 40 



120 

^ 96 
12 



480 ^ 

160 ' 



228 



640 



848 



Faculty Lounge 
Coffee Bar 
Total 

First Floor 



876 
'24 



9iOO' 



" 2,376 



3,656 



Table 28 (Cont, 
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Space Allocations 



Net 



Gross 



o : 



Division^ of ^umanities 



Office, Chairperson 
Secretaj:y - 
Storage 
, ' % Sub-Total 



•^5 Faculty Offices @ 80 
12 P.T. Faculty Offices @ 4Q>' 



120 
96 
12 



400 

^480 



Sub-Total 
Total 



* Off ice*Ghairperson 
Secretciry 
Storage * 
Sub-Total . 

5 Instructors @ 80 
16 Instructors @40 
Sub-Total 
/- Total' ^ ' 



228 



880 . . 



1,108 



Division of Spcial .SUpfences . 

^ • 120 , * ' 

96 ^ ' 
12 



400, 
640 



228 



1,040 



1,268 



'^Sub-Tot?al 2nd Floor- ^ . 




2,316 


, 3,65B 


Entrance Foyer, 12^ xi6' for 
elejlrator and stairs, 
2 /lpors'@ 192' * 




-384 ( 


590 


GRAND TbTAL ' ' 




, .. — V 

/5,136 


. 7,^02 


_ it _S i . 









2-story building 26' x'i02' plus/foyer 



4W- 




8'5 



7-i 



space for ^43 persons. There is also a coffee bar. The 

space in this office buil^Trfg is 4,752 net square feet (arid 

7,312 gross square feet. The 2-story building is approxir 

mately 36*^ x 102 Of course, the architect may treat the 

space differently, ' ' . ' 

' " The schedule of-classes lists 9 periods per day, or 

(9 x'5 .days) 45 periods per week and 9 periods per week of 

evening classes, 

T^he first floor of the Annex is quite adaptable for 

vocationalT-t^hnical programs. For instances, Rooms- A-vl, 

-A-2*and A-3 are ideal for drafting classes. The present 

drafting room in the Rio Grande Building is most crowded and 

additional space is needed for the advanced course, ^^^is 

transfer would release one classroom for other rieeded use, 

- There are four other classrooms on the first floor: 

one, 836 sq. ft, 7 one, 660 sq, ft,; and .twd, M25 sq^ ft, 

*One of these small r6oms may be used for of f ices« as well as 

two similar rooms at the., opposite end of the^building , These 

larger rooms could be us^d for appropriate vocational-^ 

technical courses. These ^three classrobms and the^ drafting 

rooms Would provide space\for 192 day and 48 evening F,T&, • 

a total of . 240., . ' ' . ' 

\ 

' -The second -floor 6f the Annex has two rooms used 
for ,o£fi;ces and 1,0 . cla^sroomi^^^-Alght. of the r(^oms will 




seat 45 students ea^^h: one, 47; ahd one, 42^ Partjitions 
could be removed betweeir""'s<^e of the rooms to provide 1/320 
sq. ft. for the Larger vocationai-technical programs. 

The^e rooms on the second floor will provide space 
•for 6,300 SCH or 420 day FTE and 105 evening FTE. Most^all 
of these FTE ^could be vocational-technical students. If so . 
used, there would be a total of 612 day FTE and 153 evening; 
a total of 76 5^ FTE. ' * 

t I 

The data in Table 29 are a summary, of the tot*|il num-' 
. ber of FTE in* the present facilities with the addition of ^ 
a library- and vocational-technical building at the Ridgeview 
Cakpiis and 'the faculty office building and Annex on. the Rio 
' Grande Campus*.. 

^ ^The additional buildin-gs will provide for 609 addi- 
' tional FTE at Ridgeview and 765, at Rio Grande, or a total of 
' l,374*to make new total capacity of. 5,821 FTE, See last 
.figure in lower righj: hancT corner of" Table 29. - ^ 

* It could be possible that more senior high schools 
could be used but this is not the best aryange^nent if %ther 
space could 'b^ provided. , 

• • The next section will deal? with other campus sites 
which .will be needed' by 1983-84 a^d 1988^89. - ' , 
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Table 29^ ' 

Summary of the FTE Capacity of the Two Campuses 
- I and the Five Centers of the Present Facilities 
^ with the 'Suggested Adde'fi Buildings 









Number bf • FTE 








' ■ Voc.-Tech. 


■Academic 


Grjind 
Total 


Sites 


Day 


Eve. 


Total Day 


Eve. 


Total 


"^Ridgeview . 
.Voc.-Tec^. Add 


369 
351 


92 
88 


461 "610 
439 136 


' 153 
' 34 


763 
170 


1,224^ 
609 • 


*Total • 


' » 720 


180 


900 746 


. 187 


933 


1, 833 


Rio Grande . 
Annex 


330 
612 


^ 82 

153 


' 412 1,129 
. 765 _ 


'283 


1,412 


1,824^ 
765 


*Total 
*Totaia 


942 
202 


235 
382 . 


1,177 1,^29 
584 \ 161 


■ 283' 
. 654 


1,412 
815 


2,589 
1,399^ 


— 

♦Grand Total 


1,JB64 


797 


2,661 2,036 


1,12% 


3,160 


5,821 
V- 



^Frola Table IS^ 

r 



Note: 1,864 plus 2,03^ FTE are 3,900 day FTE 
792 plus- 1,124^-FTE are - 1,9^ eve FTE 

Total 5,821 
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Other Campus Sites 

The number of day FTE for which additional facili- 
ties .will be needed in 1983-84 is listed *in Table 30, The 
number of FTE which the pre.sent expanding facilities can 
provide adequate 'space , (Table 30) is subtracted form the 
projected number of FTE for 1983-84- The resiiltant remainder 
totals 2,675 day voc.-techl and 2,503 academic FTE, a total 
of 5'^ 178 FTE'for which additional facilities will be needed 
bya983-^4. ^ 

Table 30 

The Present NUmJper of Voc.-Tech, and Academic FTE and 

the Total FTE Divided According to Day ^nd Evening 
*' Subtracted from- the Projected Totals for 1983-84 
to Give the Numl^er *of FTE for which Additional 
Facilities are Needed 









Number- 


of FTE 


«_ 








Voc.-Tech 


• 




'Academic 




Grand 


Year 


Day 


Eve. 


Totari. 


day 


• Eye . 


Total 


Total 


1383-84 




1,13-S 


5,674 


4/539 


1,135 


5,674 


11, '348 
5,821 


Present^ 


1,864 


79,7 


2,661 


^^,'036 


■ 1,124 


3,160 




2,675^ 


3 '3 8 


3,013 


2 ,,'503 


b- 11 


2,514 


5,527.^ 



' ' ' ^From the totals in Table* 29. 

^Totai 'day (voc.-tech./ 2,675 and academic,, 2,503^) 
FTE of 5,178 for which new facilities are needed, ^ 1983-8^4. 
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The projected number of PTE for ^which facilities 
havB been provided by 1983-84 (Table 31) wHen subtracted 
from the/total projected number in 1988-89 leaves ^1^951 day 
voc-rtech, and 1,451 academic,, a total* of 3,402 FTE'for V 
which additional facilri^ies will be needed. \ 

* ' ' . Table 31 . 

ThiB Number of Voc--Tech, and Academic. -FTE and the Total 
PTE as' to Day and Evening Classes for 1983-84< 
(Table 30^ to Be Subtracted from, Site Totals, 
for 1988-89 to DeterTiiine the Number of 
PTE for which Additional Facilities 
Will Be Needed 









Number 


of PTE 






Grand 


Year 


Voc.-Tech 






Academic 






Day 


Eve . 


Total 


Day 


Eve . 


TQtal 


Total 


1988-89 


6,490 


1,622 


8,112 


5,990 


1,,498 


7,488 


15,600 


1983-84 


4,539 


1,135 
-X 


5,674- 


' 4 ,539 


J., 135 • 


5<674 


11,348 


* 


1^951^ 


487 


2,4-98 


1,451 


^ 363 


1,814 


4,552 



a. 



^Total day *( Voc.-Tech. , 1/951 and 'Academic , 1,*451) 
FTE of 3,402 for which neV facilities are needed. 

Note that in^Ta^e 30 footnote a there^^was a total 
enrollment of 5,178 which need additional facilities. Then 
^ in f98^-89 the >total was 3,4i)2 (Table 31 footnote »a). which 
* will ile.ed additiopal'^f acilities . This .make? a total enroll 
ment of (5,178 |lus 3,402) 8,580.^ This means that the two 
' new campuses' will hou3e*(l/2 of 8,580) 4,290 FTE each. 

• ■ ^ ' ,90 • / . 



85 



Table 32" 

A Summary of the Number of FTE for which Additional 
Facilities in* 1983-8.45 and 1988-89^ and the 
Combined Total for which Additional 
Facilities Are Needed 



Year . 


Voc.-Tech. 


Academic 


Total 


1983-84 


2,675 


2,503 


5,178 


1988-89 * 


1,951 ■ 


1,451 


3,402- 


Total 


4,626 


3,954 


8,580 




Preferably each of these two campuses should have 
150 acres. It: could be that 100 acres would suffice if 
multi-story buildings were constructed. The 4,290 FTE means 
there will probably be (1.8^x 4,290) 7,722 different stu- 
dents (head count). If at an/tim^ during the day 65,0 per- 
cent or 5,019 will be parked at any one time. -At 120 cars 
to the ac^ (5,010 t 120) 42 a<?fes will be needed for stu- 
dent parking. There will be needed an additional 3.0 ateres 
for staff arid visitors, a total of 45 acres for parking. 
In addition, there is space needed for drives and sidewalks 
plus buildings and green areas. - ' ^ 

B,ut' within 10 years, or less, the y/opulation of 
Austin and Travis County could be very much greater than in 
1919. The City^s Planning. Department recently (August, 
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197&) stated 'that under the extensiqn of the city limits 
^ Plan A (See Chart 4) would annex^'SS^G square miles along 
' vHth a 1995 population of' 90, 391 • The total population of - 

t,l>e^ city is projected to J^e 504, 390 under Plan A. 

-^According to Plan^B (Chart 47 79*5 square miles 

would 'be added to the city along with a population of 181,913 

to make a total projected population in 1995 of 595, 913 • 

According to the Department of Water Resources the 

populgi'^ion of Travis County is projected as listed in Table 

33/' ' • 

* . ** « 

. ' Table 33 ' 

^ The Prdjjected Populatidh of Travis County, , ^ 
for Each Decade as Listed / 



ERIC 



Decade ' Population 



1980 . 3>a,ioo 

1990 ~ , ' 496,500 



200a •* 635,200 

2010 . 812,700.^ , 



The^se projected population figures for Austin and 
Travis County s^pngly indicate that the two suggested .cam- 
puses of 4,290 FTE each by 1988-89 could easily be expanded 
to 5,000 FTE. \ . V 
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' ProRosed Austin Annekation Pattern A * Proposed Austin Annexation Pattern B 





1 978-85 Annexation 
1 986-95 Annexation.- - ' 
Austin City Umits 



Chart- 4 — Planning pepartment. City of Austin 



BUB 
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The 5,000 FTE each would* mean (lv8 x 5,000) 9y000 head 

* i 
count on each campus.*.. Should 65.0 percent or 5, 850 students 

>> • * ,* 

park at any one time during the day (5,850^ 120) 49 acres 
of parking would-be needed and an additional 4*0 acjres for 
staff ^^nd visitors, a total of 53.0 acres. 



ERIC 
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Estimated Capital Outlay for Facilities Along wi^h the 
Use of fhe Present -Facilities Including the 

*^ Additional BiiTldingS Detailed in 

♦ *. 

. Tables 34, 35, and, 36 ^ ' 

Ba^ed on a <cost of $40,00 per 'square foot in 1977 

and an incirease jin cost of ' 6 • 0 .percent per year the cost per 
* j 

square foot' in ^983 would be $5'^.-54 or_$94."00 and $72.00 by 
1988. 

The cost of the three buildings is calculated in 
"Table 32. .The total post of the three buildings including 
equipment and campu^ improvements total $4% 975,771. 

^ The data in Table 3€ show that* 5,178 FTE will need 

new facilities in 1983-84» The cost of these additional fa- 

^ ^ ' 

cilities are , calculated in,Table^3^ A total of 130 square' 
feet' of building spacg is needed for each FTE. ^The d^ta in 
Table 32 indicate that. an additional 3,402 FTE will need 
mope .-facilities. This then iTS'a total of 5,178 and 3,402 or 



-r 



8,580 FTE or two separate campuses of 4,290 F^TE each, by 
"1988-89. ' ^ 

The two new campuses/ one in north Austin and the 
second one in South Austin should be purchased by 1981 so 
that buildings can be constru9^ed on each campus for 2^589 

r 

FTE and then 1,701 FTE in 1986 fox use In jL988-89\ , 
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Table 34 



Cost of 'Three Buildings Needed as^ 
Soon as Possible 



Library Huilding — Ridgeview 



21,000 square feet @ $54-00 
Plus 20-0% Equipment <i 
Plus 5.0% Campus Improvements 
Total 

0 



$1,134,000' 
226,800* 
56,700 
$1,417,500 



Voc— Tech. -Building — Ridgeview 



* 

38,632 square feet §.$54.00 


$2,086,128 


Plus 40.0% Equipment 


834,451 


Plus 5.0% Campus Improvements 


104,307 


Total ' , ^ , 


$3,024,886 


Faculty Office building — Rio Grande 


7,902 square feet @ "$54.00 


$426,708 


Plus "^0.0% Equipment 


85,342 


Plus 5.0% Campus Improvements 


• ' 21,335 


"Total ^ ' 


$533., 385 


Total -all three buildings 


$4,975,771 
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r Table 34 

Cost of "Three Buildings Needed as' 
Soon as Possible 

Library Building — Ridgeview 
21,000 square feet § $54.00 . $1,134,000' 

Plus 20.0% Equipment <5 226,800 



Plus 5.0% Campus Improvements 


56,700 


Total 


$1,417,500 


Voc— Tech. -Building — Ridgeview 


38,632 square feet @ $54.00 


$2,086,128 


Plus 40 . 0% Equipment 


834,451 


Plus 5.0% Campus Improvements 


104, 307 


Total * , H . 


$3,024,886 


Faculty Office Building — Rio Grande 


7,902 square feet @ '$54.00 


$426,708 


Plus ^0.0% Equipment 


85,342 


Plus 5.0% Campus -Improvements 


• ' 21,335 


"Total ^ " ^ 


$533,385 


Total -all three buildings 


$4,975,771 


? 




• * 


* » 
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- * Table 35 

Cost of 25 year Bond Issue at 6,0 Per Cent for the 
Additional Buildings for 1983-84 and 'Two 
Separate Campuses 



5,178^ FTE @ 13'0 sq. ft. 673,140 sq, ft^ 

673,140 sq. ft. @ $54.00 $3« , 349 , 560 . 00 

25.0% Equipment 9,087,390.00 

5rv0% Campus linprovements 1 , 817 , 478.00 

Sub- total ' ^ $47,254,428.00 
2 near .campuses (150 acres @ $5,000) 

$750,000 each - - 1,500,000. 00 

Total . ' ' ■ $48,754,428.00 

^See footnote b, Table^30. , ■ ' 

Table 3,6 

.Cost of . Facilities for 1983-84 but to^.Begin in^l981 

,Three Buildings (Table 34) ^ $ 4,975,771.00 

Buildings for 5,17 8 FTE (Table 35) 4^^7-54,428.00 
Total ' , $53,730,-199- or $ 53 , 73^l\ 000 . 00 

$53,731,000 @ 1946.09 * $104,560,526 

$104, 560', 5^6 divided by 25 years, 

annual payments ' • 4,182,472.00 

, \ 

12.3 cents tax on 1981' as se5se?5- value 

of. $3,579,779,560 @ 95 . 0% .cpllection 4,182,422.00 
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.The facilities for the 5,17 8 FTE at 130 square feet 
including two new , campuses at 150 acres will cost $48,754/428 

A bond, issue for the three buildings^ at Ridgeview 
and Rio Grande and for ,th^ facilities for the 5,17 8 FTE on 
the two new campuses cost $53,731,000 as' indicated in/Table 
^36. The annual payments on the bond issue at 6,0 per c^nt 
for ^25 years ^amounts to $4,182,422 at a tax rate of 12,3 
cents in 1981. 

The cost of a 25 year bond issue of $42,145,536 at . 

6,0% for the. facilit:j.es for the 3,402 FTE in 1988-89 ar»e 

calculated in Table 37. The annual payments are $3,280,534. 

» • 

The annual tax rates for the bond issues for 19 81 
and 1986'^ are shown for each and the total annual tax ratfs 
for both combined in Table 38. Th'e tax rates for the first 
bond issue is 12.3 cents per $100.00 a^essed valuation in 
198^1, 10.8 un 1984. The combined tax rates for both bond 
issues is 17.9 in 19^6, 17.2 dents in 1987 and 16.6 cents in 
1988. ^ f 

The Travis County tax .rates (Table 38) for the two 
rbond issues are 29.6 cents in 1981, 23.5 cents xn 19^84, 
.combined rate of 39:2 in 1986, 36.7 in 1987 and 35.2 cents 
4n 1988. The cost of facilities now used (1977-78) by ACC ' 
would have to be purchased by ACC. 

The ACC and Travis County tax rates and ^ amounts are 
listed in Table 39. " ^ . * 



table Si 

Cost of Facilities for thf 3,40-2 PTE Needed 
r?r 1986. for 1988-89 ' ' . 





3,402 FTE @ 130 s%. ft. 


442,260 sq. ft. 


442,260 sq. ft. @ $72.00 


$31,'842,720. 


00 


25.0% Equipment 


7,960,6*'80. 


00 


5.**0% Campils improvBments 


. i, 592, "136. 
■ — ^ — 


00 


Sub- total 
♦ ^ ) 


$41,395,536^ 


00 


Plus one campus (150 acrls @ $5,000)^ 
\ . - Total ' , ' 


750,000. 
$42,145,536.. 


00 
00 ■ 


$42,145,536 @ $i946!o9 . . 


82,.013,534 . 


00 


82,013,338 divided by 25. ytears, . V 
annual payments " . - • ^ 


3., 280, 534. 


00 


$80,564,400 divided by 25 years * ■ 






7.9 cents tax on 19.86 assessed value 
of $4,354,466,410 @ 95.0% collection 


3,2 80,534. 


00 ■ 


1 
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Table 38 * 



'.TTie Tax Rates Required In ACC' District and a Trayis 
County District for th^ 1981 and 1986 Bond Issue 



ACC 



Travis County - 





1 aX 






1 aX 


Da Via 




Ye^r 


1981 


1986 


Total 


1981 


/lS86 


Total 


1981 ^ 


12. 3 






29.0 


* 




1982 


11. 8 






27.4 


s 




1983 


11. 3 






26^0 




>> 


1984 


10.8 






23.5 

•> 






1985 
1986 


10.0 


7.9 


.17.9 


22.4 
. 22.4 


16. 8 


* * 

39.2 


1987 


9.^ ' 


7.6 


17.2 


- 20.6 


16.1 


36.7 


1988 


9' .'3 


7.3 


16.6 


19.7 


15.5 


'35.2 



100 



Table 39 



The .Y^ear,,_JdarkeiL^Valjuua^- ACC -Tax dn Its Assessed Valuation and Amount 

of taxes Paid. The Travis County Tax Rates On Its Assessed Valuation 
and County Taxes' Paid for Facilities Along With the (Jse of Present 

facilities for 1981, 1986 and 1588' 



ACC Value @75.0% 



Year 



Market 
Value 



Tax . 
Rate 



Assessed 
Valuation 



Amount of 
Taxes • 



County Value 
Tax 7V3sess^d 
Rate valuatipn 



1981 



$ 20 ,000 • 12.3' ^ $,15,000 $ 18.45 ^29.0 

50,000- 12.3 ' 37, 500 -46.13 29.0 

100.,t)0l) 12.3 .75,000 92.25 29.0 

200,000 12.3 150,000 * 184.50 29.0 



$ 4,504.50 
11,261.50 
22,522.50 
45,045.00 



$ 20^000 

19^4 ',50,00g 

100,000 / 
2JOO,000 , 



10.8 $ 15,000 $ 16.20 23.5 

10.8. ' 37, 500 40.50 23.5 

10.8 75,000 81.00 r 23.5 

10.8 150,000 162.00 23.5 



$ 4/304.50 
11,261.50 
22,522.50 
45,045 .00 



Amount of 
» Taxes 

$ 13.06 
32.66 
68.22 
130.31 

$1,0, 59 
. 26.48/ 
52.^3 
104.50 



.1986 



$ 20,000 
50", 000 
100,000 
200,000 



17.9^ $ 15,000 $ 26. 85 39.2 

17.9 37,500' 67.13' 39.2 

17^9^ 75,000 134. 25v 39.2 

17.9- • 150,000 268.50 39.2 



$ 4,504.50 
11,261.5*0 
22, 522 .50 

*45, 045 .00 



1988 



$ 17.66 
44. 15 
88.29 
176.58 



$ 20,000 16.6 $ 15,000 $ 24.90 35.2 $ 4,504.50 $ 15.86 

50,000 • 16.6 37, 50%. 62.25 35.2 11,261.50 39.64 

100,000 16.6. 75/000 124.50 35.2 22^045.50 ^ 77.60 

. 200,()Q'0 16.6 150^000 249.00 35. 2 45,045 .00 158.56 



^The, 1^81 
..increased tax for 

ERIC 



bond issue 'is included with 
both. 



the 1^86* bond issued hence the 
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The -Estimated Capital Outlay^ for' Facilities- at Aoistin 
— Coromunityr-Gol-i^e wi^hout^the Use of . - 
Present Facilities (1977-78) 



Below ^are the estimated costs of new facilities at 
ACC if the present ' facilities now used by the District would 
not be available. 

The projected number of FTE in- 1983-84 is 11,34a 
(see Table 3). ^ Since 80.0 percent is day students 
(0.80-x ^11, 348) 9,078 FTE are day FT^E.- 

The projected enrollment for 1988 is 15,600 FTE 
(Table 3).' The 80.0% for day FTE is 12 ,'480. ThVs 12,480 
FTE less the 9,078 FTE for 1983-84 is a Remainder of 3,402 
day FTE which wiH need. additional facilities in 1988-89. 

This estimated cost 'of all new facilities for the . 
15,600^ FTE of which 80.0 percent or -12,4^80 is day FTE is 
shown in Tables 4'0 a,nd 41 » The 1981 bond issue (Table 40) 
would be $8.4,345,828 and tii^e 1986 bond issue (Table 41) 
would be $4^^,145,536. These cost§ are^due ^o the inflation 
factors placed in the rising costs. It would seem that the 
inflation factor is also placed in the assessed valuation. 

The tax rate for the ACC District ranges from 19.3 



in 1981, _to 23.6 in 1986 down to 22.0 cents in 1988.",, The 
tax^rates on the Travis County assessed valuation rang©' from 
49.7 in 1981 down to 45.7 cents in 1988 (Table. 42) ; 

9 
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Tabled 40 

The Estimated Cost of Facilities for the 
1983~84 Projected Day FTE of 9,078 



9,078 FTE @ 130 square feet 1,180,140 sq. ft. 

l,180,140"sq. ft. @ $54.00 .$63,727,560 

Plus 25.0% "for Equipment -• '' - 15,9.31,890 

Plus 5.0% for Campus Improvements - 3,186,378 

Sub-T&ta\ ' $82,845,828 



2 campuses of 150 dlcr^s' each 

@ $5,000— $750,000 each ' 1,500,000 

; — 

Total " $84,345,?^8 

which @ $,946.09 per $1,000.00 is ' ' 

$164, ,137, 122 divided by 25 years 
makes l^he annual payments, begin- ' 

ning in 1981', . " $ 6,565,485 

• 

'19.3 cents fax on 1981 assessed valuation 

of $3,579^779,560 @ 95.0% collection $ 6,56*5,485 

* . t 

Note. The other tax rates for subsequent years are 
listed in Table 34. 
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. Table 41 

The Estimated Cost of Facilities for the 1988.-89 
Projected Additional 3,402 .FTE 



3,402 @ 130 Square Feet - 442 ,260 sc^, ft, 

442,260 sq. ft. @ $72.00 • $31,842,720 

Plus' 25.0% for Equipment 7,960,680 

Plus 5*0% f6r> Campus Improvements 1,592,136 

Sub-Total ',$41,395,536 

Plus campus of 150 acres 

@ $5,000 per acre ' 750,0.00 

- Total - $42,145,536 

^42,145,536 @ $l", 946 .09 ' $82,013-, 338 



Total cogt of bond issue for 25 years 
at 6.0%, $82,013,338 divided by 25, 
makes -annual payments, starting in 

1986, of . $ 3,280,534 



J; 9 Cents local tax on 1986 assessed- 
, valuation of $4,394,^66,410 @ 95.0 ' 

collection - $ 3,280,534 



tJote. The other tax rates for subsequent years -are 
listed in Table 34. 

•» / 

V 



/ 

/ 
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,The Travis County Tax Rates from 1981 through 1986 for the TwQ Bond Issues 
• : and These Ijtates Compared to the ACC District Rates 



1981 Bonds 1986' Bonds 

Annual. , ^Annual Total 
Payments . Payments Travis 
• , $6, 565, 485 $3', 280/534 Coupty 
^ ] ^ Combined 

Yeai^ Tax Rates Tax Jlates Tax Rates 



Travis. 
County 



ACC 
District 

^First Second Combined 



19 81 
^ 1982 
1983 
1984 

4 

1985 
' 1986 
19S7 
1988 



4"5-. 6 , 
4*3.. 0 
" 40 .8 
36.9 
35.2 
33.7 
32 .-3 
31.0 



.LS.O 
X15.3" 
14.7 



45.6 
•43.0 

40.8 
.36.9 

35.2 
' 49.7 
.47.6 

45.7 



Valuation 


Bonds 


Bonds 


Tax Rates 


$1,516', 924, 906. 


19.3 




L9.3 


• l,6.06,238',07x& 


18.6 ■ 




18.6 


' 1,695,641,234 


17-.- 6 




17.^ 


1, 8,74,^57, 56 2 


17.0 


< 


17.0 


1,963,715,726 


16.3 




16.3 


2,053,073,890 


15.7 


• 7.9 


23-6' 


' 2,142, 432,„054 


• 15.2 


7.6 


22.8 


2,231,790,218 


14.7 


7.3 * 


22.0 - 



These tax rate^ vill Qontinue to decrease eacy year^ as the ^ 
assessed valuation i'ncreas^ as in previous years. 



Note: These tax 
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The taxes on a residence which has a market val^e 
ot $20,000 (Table 43) with the tax rate of -19 .3 (ACC) would ^ 
CQst^$28. 95 in 1981- The' tax rate would be 17,0 in 1984 
and $2.5.50 taxes. Because of the purchase of a 'campus 
acreage ' in' 1986 the tax would be 23-6 cents with taxes paid 
of $35.40. The tax t&te would be" down to 22.0 cents in 1988 
with taxes of- $33.00. ' , ' 

' ^ The Travis County tax in 1981 for a ^20,000 resi- 

dence-would be A5'.6 cents and taxes of $20.54; 1984 , 36.9 
ta?c rate,, taxes of $16.62; 1986 rate 49.7 cents and taxes 
$22.39' and 1988 tax rate 45.7 and taxes -$20 .59 (Table 43). 

A residence with a $50,000 market value "will, in the 
ACC District ,. with the tax rate of^l'9.3 cents, pay $72.3.8; , 
in '1984 the rate of 17.0 cents will cost $63.75; 1986^ rate 
of 23.6 cents .and. taxes of $?8.50 and 1988 rate of 2;2vO 
cents and $75.00 in taxes (Table 43). 

: The Travis County tax on-^ tjie $50 , OOO'.residence would 

pay a tax of 45.6 ceftts and $-51. 35,, In 1984 a t9.x rate of - 
36.9 cent-s and $41.55 in taxes, in 1986 a tapf r-ate of 49.7 
and $55.97 .i-n taxes and in 1988 a tax rate of 45.7 cents 
Vith $51/47 in tax^s (Table 43) . - • ' • 

In'the light' of the hi^h c'o&t of these entirely new 
facilities the best procedure is to purchase from the Austin 

r 
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. , Table 43 

The ^ear, Market Value> ACC Tax Rates on Its Assessed Valuation and Amount 
. of Taxes P-aidf The TraVi&^oiint^Tax Rates- on Its Assessed Valuat-vcm- 
and Couflty Taxes Paid for the Years 1981, 1984, and 1988 Z' ■ 







ACC ValU6 75.0% 




Cpurfty Value 




Year 


Market 
Value 


Tax 
Rate 


Assessed 
Valuation 


' Amount of 
Taxes 


Tax 
Rate , 


Assessed 
Valuation 


Amount of 
Taxes 


1981 


$ 20,0Q0 
50 , 000 
100,000 
200,000 

*> 


19.3 
19.3' 
19.3 
19.3 


$ 15,000' 
, 37,500 
75,000 
.150,000 


$ 28.95 
72.38 
144.75- 
^' 289. 50 


45.6 
4 5". 6 
45.6 
* 45.6. 


$ 4,504.50 
li;261.50 
22, "522. '50 
45,045.00 . ■ 


,$ 20.54' 
.51.35 
102.70 
~ 205.40. 


198<4 


$"20,000 
50,000 
100,000 
. 200,000 


17.0 
17.0 
. 17. ,0 
17.0 


$ 15,000 
- ' 37,500. 
' ' 75,000 . 
150,000 


$ 25.50 . 
63. 75 
127.^0 
255..00 


•- 36.9 
36.9 
36.9^ 
36.9 


$ 4,504.50 
.11,261.50 
22,522.50 
45,045.00 


$ 16.62 
41.5 5 
< 83.11 « 
' 166.22* 


■1986 


$ '20,000 
50,000 
100,000 
200,000 


23.6^ 
23.6 
. 23.6 
23.6 


$ 15,000 
37,500 
75,000 
150, -000 


$ 35.I0- 
88.50 • 
177.00 ' 
3 5 4 .' O'O- 


49.7 
,49.7 
' 49.7 
V 49,7, 

'ft * 


• $ 4,504.50.^ 
11,2.61.50 
.22,525.50 
45,045.00 


$ 22.39 ■ 
-'55.97 
111.95 ' 
223. 87 

' ^ 


* 

1988- 

« 


$ 20,000 
• 50, -000 

10D,000 " 
^200,000 


22.0 
2^.0 
22.0 
•22.0 


■ S 15,000 
. 3:7, 500- 
75', 006 
150,000 


$■ 33.00 
75.00 
165.00 
330.00 . 


^ 45.7 
45.7 
45.7 
45.7 . 


$ -4,504 . 50 
. 11,261.50" 
22, 522 .50 
45,045.00" 

— 7 . 


$ 20.59 

102,93 
205.86 



' ^The second year bond tax is included in 1986. 



Independent School District the present Ridgeviaw and Rio 
Gr^nd^ Campuses with all the buildings • The buildings oxi 
the Rio .Grande 'Campus will include the main building, the 
annex, and the gymnasium. Also the H.E.B. building should 
be purchased. ^ ^* 

These Could be purchased it seems at a much lower 
cost than to build new facilities in their place. 



/ 

/ 

/ 

/ 
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Addendum 

If ACC can,.putchase all of the buildings mentioned 

Table 34 the bond issues would-be as follows: 

1981 Bond Issue (Table 36 4i3v 731 , 000 ♦ ' 

1986 Bond Issue 42,145,536 
'T9;tal (Table 36) . $95,876,536 - - 

If all new 'buildings must be constructed the bond 
issues would be as follows: 

1981 Bond Issue . $ 64^345,828 

1986^ Bond Issue 42,145,536 
" ^ Total $126,491,364 | ^ V 

• "> . ■ • 

The difference between the two bond issues is ^ 

$30,614, 828. ■ ' . ' • ■ - 

The difference in the tax. rates is as follows': 

With Use of Present 

Facilities All New Buildings 

1981 12.3 V 19.3' 

1984 10.8 \ 17.0 ^ 

1986 17.9 22.8 

1988 16.6 22.0 

• *. The difference yy the tax for the educatiX)nal 

Operation of the , college with the- $300.90 Tuition and the 

$100.00 Tuition is as follows 

$300.00 Tuition $3:00.00 Tuition 

19,81-82 ^.0 11.0 

1984-85 11.0 17.0 

1986-87 . ' 11. 0 17.0 

1988-89 15.0 20.0 
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